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DIGEST  OF  PUBLIC  LAW  85-170 


SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  ACT,  1958.  Includes  $U  million 
for  ARS  for  the  eradication  of  screwworms  and  fireants; 
$1,300,000  for  AMS  for  poultry  inspection;  $20  million  for 
ACPS  for  emergency  conservation  measures;  and  authorization 
for  the  use  of  not  to  exceed  $50 , 000  of  the  funds  appropria¬ 
ted  for  forest  land  management  in  1958  for  the  acquisition 
of  sites  for  buildings  outside  the  national  forests.  Amends 
Sec.  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  relative  to  making  appor¬ 
tionments  of  appropriations,  so  as  to  make  applicable  to  the 
head "of  !' he  agency  requesting  or  recommending  an  apportion¬ 
ment  those  provisions  of  the  law  precluding  apportionment 
or  reapportionment  on  a  basis  indicating  necessity  for  a 
deficiency  or  supplemental  appropriation  unless  within  the 
exceptions  expressly  set  out  in  the  law.  Provides  $75,000 
for  grants  to  land-grant  colleges  for  farm  housing  r  esearch 
under  the  Housing  Act  of  1957;  $100,000  for  terminating  the 
activities  of  the  Advisory  Committee  on  Weather  Control; 
$13,317,000  for  TV A;  and  various  amounts  for  claims,  audited 
claims,  and  judgments. 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  Senate  subcommittee  reported  nomination  of  Pgfarlberg  to  be  Asst. 
Secretary  and  member  of  CISC  Board.  Sen.  Humphrey  criticized  alleged  transfer  of 
REA  loan  approvals  to  Office^  of  Secretary. 


J&USEL 


.  COUNTY  COMMITTEES.  Passed  as 
mittees  elected  under  the  So; 
tain  counties  in  Minn*  and 


ported  H.  R.  8£08,  to  provide  two  county  com- 
Conservation  ami,  Domestic  Allotment  Act  for  cer- 
owa.  p.  125^9 


2.  FARM  PROGRAM.  Rep.  Hoeven  defended  the  farm  programiSagainst  recent  criticism, 

stating  that  the  Secretary  "was  required  by  law  to  spend  approximately  3  years 
doing  housekeeping  fob  a  farm  commodity  mess  he  inherited,"  and  inserted  a  table 
showing  reductions / in  commodity  surpluses,  p.  12515 

3.  APPROPRIATIONS.  Began  debate  on  H.  R.  9131,  making  supplemental  appropriations 

for  1958,  which  had  been  reported  by  the  Appropriations  Committee  earlier  in  the 
day  (H.  Rept.  1009).  The  bill  provides  funds  for  the  Departments  of  Defense, 
Commerce  and  State,  and  for  TVA.  pp.  12520,  12521-U9, 


lu  SURPLUS  P> 
proced 
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OPERTY.  Received  from  GSA  a  proposed  bill  to  modify  and  iurorove  the 
e  for  submission  to  the  Attorney  General  of  certain  proposed >eurplus 
disposals  for  his  advice  as  to  whether  such  disposals  would  bb  incon- 
with  the  anti-trust  laws)  to  Government  Operations  Committee.  p\l2556 

SENATE 

ELECTRIFICATION.  Sen.  Humphrey  announced  that  the  Reorganization  Subcommittee  'o^ 


-2- 

of  the  Government  Operations  Committee  would  hold  hearings  beginning  Aug.  9 ,  on^ 
an\alleged  reorganization  and  redelegation  of  REA  loan  functions  in  this  De¬ 
partment  ,  and  criticized  the  Secretary  for  making  such  a  change  without  advance 
notice^.  He  inserted  an  article  from  the  Rural  Electrification  magazine, 

” Handles  Authority  Redelegated,"  and  his  letter  to  the  Secretary,  pp.  124.7^2 
Sens.  Johnson  and  Knowland  discussed  nomination  of  Jerome  P.  Kukyendall 
to  the  Federal  Power  Commission,  and  Sen.  Morse  stated  his  opposition  tc/his 
confirmation .  pp.  12U60-1 

6,  NOMINATIONS,  V  subcommittee  ordered  reported  to  the  full  Agricultye  and 

Forestry  Committee  the  nomination  of  Don  Paarlberg  to  be  Assistant  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  and  a  member  of  the  GCC  Board,  pp.  D739—40 

7.  FARM  PROGRAM.  SenAHumphrey  stated  his  concern  over  the  adndnistration1  s  farm 

policies,  and  inser^d  two  articles  from  Capper's  Farmer,  '"They  Are  Trying  To 
Kill  Price  Supports, "\and  "Why  Not  Help  Agriculture,  TooT^Tell  Your  City 
Friends  The  Truth."  pp\l2ii72~U 

8.  RECLAMATION.  Concurred  inNthe  House  amendment  to  S,  to  authorize  con¬ 

struction  of  the  San  Angelk  Federal  reclamation  protect,  Tex.  (pp*  124b4~W  o 
This  bill  will  now  be  sent  tb  the  President*  / 

The  Interior  and  InsularNAf fairs  Committee  o/dered  reported  with  amend¬ 
ment  S.  1031,  to  authorize  construction  of  certain  units  of  the  Greater  We¬ 
natchee  division,  Chief  Joseph  project,  Wash,  y%  D7U0 

9,  FORESTS.  Agreed  to  the  conference  report  on/S»  Ii69,  to  authorize  the  U.  S.  to 

defray  the  cost  of  assisting  the  KlaWth  Indians  to  prepare  for  termination 
of  Federal  supervision  and  to  defer  skies/ of  tribal  property,  including  timber- 
lands.  (pp.  12U66-7).  This  bill  will  ^(w  be  sent  to  the  President* 

10.  CONSERVATION;  REORGANIZATION.  Sen.  Carlson,  urged  passage  of  his  bill,  S.  1019, 
to  establish  a  Renewable  Natural  Resources  ^Commission  to  study  conservation  . 
and  recommend  a  long  range  natura^l/ resour cesNpro gram.  He  inserted  an  editorial 


"Our  Conservation  Policy  Should  Be  In  One  Pad 


12U6£-6 


11.  INFORMATION.  Sen.  Monroney  criticized  the  Administration  for  the  Cabinet  s 

failure  to  hold  press  conferences  in  July,  and  inserted  an  article  dealing  wi 
secrecy  and  information  iryotate  and  local  governments,  pp*  12U62-3 

12.  ATOMIC  ENERGY 5  ELECTRIFICATION.  Sens.  Anderson,  McNamdrai,  Dworshak,  Jackson, 

Pastore,  Gore,  and  Humphrey  discussed  several  bills  dealing  with  atomic  energy 
research  and  development,  and  their  effect  upon  public  ar\d  private  power  ad¬ 
vocates.  pp.  12U92-^u2 

13 *  WILDERNESS.  Received  an  individual's  memorial  remonstrating  against  the  wilder¬ 
ness  preservation  system  bills,  p.  12U5U 

ill.  SOIL  BANK.  Sen.  Humphrey  inserted  a  resolution  from  the  Ass'n  of  Midwest  Fish 
and  Game  Comnissioners,  supporting  the  eligibility  of  all  wetlandsvfor  con- 
servatiorybaYTTien^s  regardless  of  past  crop  history,  p.  124 5U 

15,  INFLATION.  Sen.  Bush  commended  Federal  Reserve  Board  Chairman  Martin  fi ^ 
policies  in  holding  down  inflationary  trends,  and  inserted  an  editorial 
mending  his  efforts,  p.  12U96 

16.  FC^ESTS;  MONOPOLIES.  Sen.  Neuberger  criticized  the  merger  of  lumber  and  pa* 
nanuf acturers  as  tending  to  deter  competition,  and  inserted  an  editorial 
supporting  an  FTC  study  of  the  proposed  merger,  p.  12U38 


85th  Congress  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  j  Report 
1st  Session  j  {  No.  1009 


SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1958 


tjo.ust  6,  1957. 


Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Cannon,  from  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  submitted  the 

following 


REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  9131] 

The  Committee  on  Appropriations  submits  the  following  report  in 
explanation  of  the  accompanying  bill  making  appropriations  to  supply 
certain  regular  and  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 

!  ending  June  30,  1958,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  estimates  upon  which  the  bill  is  based  are  contained  in  House 
Documents  Nos.  16,  198,  203,  213  and  214.  The  bill  is  divided  into 
^hapters  corresponding  to  the  subcommittees  considering  the  esti¬ 
mates.  The  recommendations  contained  in  the  bill  are  a  result  of 
xleliberations  of  the  several  subcommittees  as  approved  by  the  full 
Committee. 

Summary  of  Bill 

Budget  estimates  considered  by  the  Committee  total  $1,860,748,967. 
Appropriations  recommended  total  $1,581,590,587,  a  decrease  of 
$279,158,380.  Amounts  of  the  estimates  and  recommendations 
are  distributed  by  chapters  of  the  bill  as  indicated  in  the  following: 
table. 
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CHAPTER  I 


SUBCOMMITTEE 

PRINCE  H.  PRESTON,  Georgia,  Chairman 


ALBERT  THOMAS,  Texas 
JOHN  J.  ROONEY,  New  York 
SIDNEY  R.  YATES,  Illinois 
JOHN  F.  SHELLEY,  California 
DANIEL  J.  FLOOD,  Pennsylvania 


CLIFF  CLEVENGER,  Ohio 
FRANK  T.  BOW,  Ohio 
WALT  HORAN,  Washington 
MELVIN  R.  LAIRD,  Wisconsin 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Civil  Aeronautics  Administration 

Construction  and  Development,  Additional  Washington  Airport — - 
I  he  accompanying  bill  includes  $12,500,000  to  inaugurate  construc- 
tion  ot  an  additional  Washington  airport  in  the  vicinity  of  Burke 
Virginia.  7 

The  only  reason  for  this  appropriation  is  air  safety.  Under  CAA 
standards  the  capacity  of  Washington  National  Airport  on  a  contin¬ 
uous  and  dependable  basis  is  40  landings  and  take-offs  per  horn  under 
bad  weather  conditions.  As  many  as  82  landings  and  take-offs  per 
hour— one  every  45  seconds— have  been  recorded  recently.  Serious 
air  accidents  in  this  area  are  bound  to  occur  unless  this  condition  is 
relieved  soon.  The  increasing  necessity  for  “stacking”  of  aircraft 
over  Washington  and  the  increasing  frequency  of  near-misses  around 
the  airport  give  definite  evidence  of  imminent  danger  which  could 
mean  death  to  dozens  of  people. 

During  1957  about  4.2  million  passengers  will  fly  into  Washington 
National  Airport.  By  1960  this  will  increase  to  between  6  and  7 
million  passengers,  an  increase  of  50  percent. 

The  question  before  Congress  at  this  time  is  where  an  additional 
airport  should  be  located.  On  this  point  the  Committee  is  willing 
to  follow  the  advice  and  recommendations  of  CAA  officials  who  are 
designated  by  law  to  determine  the  location  of  airports  throughout 
the  nation  and  have  located  hundreds  of  airports.  After  nine 'years 
of  study  they  have  determined  that  Burke  is  the  best  available 'loca¬ 
tion  for  this  airport. 

It  is  realized  that  some  people  may  be  temporarily  inconvenienced 
by  the  location  of  the  airport  at  Burke.  Someone"  will  be  affected 
whatever  new  site  is  selected.  The  paramount  consideration  must 
be  the  provision  of  adequate  facilities  for  the  Nation’s  capital.  Fami¬ 
lies,  friends  and  constituents  of  every  Member  of  Congress  fly  into 
Vv  ashington .  every  day.  Officials  from  every  part  of  the  Nation — 
and  the  entire  world— depend  on  air  transportation  to  Washington 
to  conduct  essential  government  business.  Local  considerations  must 
be  secondary  to  the  National  interest  under  these  circumstances. 

It  is  estimated  by  CAA  that  the  ultimate  cost  of  the  new  Burke 
airport  will  be  around  $50  million,  exclusive  of  hangars.  The  Com¬ 
mittee  has  been  assured  that  the  airport  will  be  operated  on  a  self- 
supporting  basis  and  that  the  full  construction  cost  will  be  amortized 
over  a  reasonable  number  of  years,  thereby  costing  the  taxpayers 
nothing.  Accordingly,  language  has  been  included  in  the  bill  which 
will  require  repayment  within  a  period  of  35  years  beginning  in  1965 
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Comparative  statement  of  budget  estimates  and  amounts  recommended  in  the  bill 
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CHAPTER  II 


SUBCOMMITTEE 

GEORGE  H.  MAHON,  Texas,  Chairman 


HARRY  R.  SHEPPARD,  California 
ROBERT  L.  F.  SIKES,  Florida 
W.  F.  NORRELL,  Arkansas 
JAMIE  L.  WHITTEN,  Mississippi 
GEORGE  W.  ANDREWS,  Alabama 
JOHN  J.  RILEY,  South  Carolina 
DANIEL  J.  FLOOD,  Pennsylvania 


RICHARD  B.  WIGGLES  WORTH,  Massachusetts 
ERRETT  P.  SCRIVNER,  Kansas 
GERALD  R.  FORD,  Jr.,  Michigan 
EDWARD  T.  MILLER,  Maryland 
HAROLD  C.  OSTERTAG,  New  York 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE— MILITARY  FUNCTIONS 

Military  Construction 

Budget  estimates  for  items  included  in  this  chapter  which  were 
considered  by  the  Committee  total  $1,764,700,000.  Of  this  total 
the  amount  of  $1,665,500,000  (House  Document  No.  203)  was 
requested  for  military  construction,  including  $5,500,000  for  Loran 
stations  which  amount  is  to  be  transferred  to  the  Coast  Guard.  The 
amount  of  $34,200,000  (House  Document  No.  198)  was  requested 
for  the  United  States  scientific  satellite  program.  The  remainder  of 
the  total  estimate,  $65,000,000,  was  requested  for  military  construc¬ 
tion,  Army  and  Navy  Reserve  Forces.  The  Reserve  item  was  included 
in  the  original  budget  document  but  was  deleted  from  the  regular 
appropriation  bill  for  the  Department  of  Defense  for  the  reason  that 
the  amount  requested  exceeded  the  still  outstanding  authority.  It 
should  be  noted  that  a  tentative  estimate  of  $2,122,000  for  the  fore¬ 
going  purposes,  excluding  the  satellite,  was  included  in  the  1958  budget 
for  the  Department  of  Defense. 

The  bill  includes  a  total  amount  of  $1,521,500,000  for  the  above 
named  items,  a  reduction  of  $243,200,000  in  the  budget  estimates. 
The  full  amount  of  the  budget  estimates  for  the  Loran  stations  and 
for  the  scientific  satellite  are  approved,  except  that  funds  for  the 
satellite  program  must  be  derived  by  transfer  from  annual  appro¬ 
priations  currently  available.  The  estimate  for  military  construc¬ 
tion,  as  such,  is  approved  in  the  amount  of  $1,470,000,000,  a  reduc¬ 
tion  of  $190,000,000  in  the  budget  estimates.  New  funds  made  avail¬ 
able  in  fiscal  year  1957  for  military  construction  totaled  $1,830,000,000. 
The  total  of  estimates  for  Reserve  construction,  $65,000,000,  is  ap¬ 
proved  in  the  amount  of  $46,000,000,  a  reduction  of  $19,000,000.  The 
entire  amount  of  $10,000,000  requested  for  Navy  reserve  construction 
is  denied. 

UTILIZATION  OF  EXISTING  FACILITIES 

The  Committee  during  its  consideration  of  and  in  its  report  on  the 
regular  Department  of  Defense  bill  for  fiscal  year  1958  urged  that 
every  effort  be  made  to  make  greater  utilization  of  facilities  in  the 
interest  of  efficiency  and  economy  by  closing  those  installations 
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where  the  percentage  of  utilization  would  not  justify  continued  oper¬ 
ation.  It  is  strongly  urged  that  every  proper  consideration  be  given 
to  the  utilization  of  bases,  either  closed  or  scheduled  for  closing,  before 
construction  of  new  projects  is  initiated  or  before  those  projects  are 
expanded.  The  Committee  is  opposed  to  the  construction  of  any 
project  where  there  are  existing  facilities  not  fully  utilized  and  which 
are  reasonably  usable  for  carrying  on  the  approved  activities. 

In  order  to  re-emphasize  the  committee  position  on  this  matter  of 
maximum  utilization  of  facilities,  the  services  are  directed  to  eliminate 
any  items  which  are  found  to  duplicate  existing  facilities  not  fully 
utilized  and  which  meet  the  requirements  contemplated  in  proposed 
new  projects.  Further,  in  order  to  insure  against  what  may  turn  out 
to  be  unwarranted  construction  the  Committee  is  including  section 
211  prohibiting  the  use  of  funds  recommended  in  the  accompanying 
bill  for  beginning  construction  on  new  bases  not  specifically  funded. 

FAMILY  HOUSING 

The  manner  in  which  the  acquisition  of  needed  family  housing  has 
been  and  is  being  conducted  is  a  matter  of  concern  to  the  Committee. 
All  evidence  would  seem  to  indicate  a  lack  of  coordination  and  agree¬ 
ment  on  objectives  between  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
and  the  three  services.  The  Wherry  housing  acquisition  program  has 
been  completely  unsatisfactory  to  the  Committee.  Seemingly  un¬ 
warranted  delays  have  resulted,  not  only  in  no  housing,  but  in  con¬ 
fusion  and  uncertainty  among  owners  of  these  Wherry  housing  proj¬ 
ects  who  built  them  in  good  faith  and  at  a  time  when  housing  was 
urgently  needed.  These  owners  have  businesses  to  operate  and  are 
certainly  entitled  to  know  what  the  plans  of  the  Government  are 
with  respect  to  the  acquisition  of  these  projects.  Another  matter 
which  has  come  to  the  attention  of  the  Committee  is  the  one  or  two 
instances  where  Capehart  housing  was  constructed  prior  to  the  acqui¬ 
sition  of  the  Wherry  projects  serving  the  same  location.  The  Com¬ 
mittee  feels  that  such  actions  were  not  in  conformity  with  law  and 
with  the  intent  of  Congress.  It  is  the  desire  of  the  Committee  that 
further  construction  of  Capehart  housing  not  be  initiated  prior  to  the 
acquisition,  or  definite  agreements  for  the  acquisition,  of  Wherry 
housing. 

LITTLE  ROCK,  ARKANSAS 

In  connection  with  the  housing  units  at  the  Air  Force  base  at  Little 
Kock,  Arkansas,  it  appears  that  factors  were  considered  in  connection 
with  determining  the  low  bid  for  heating  and  air  conditioning  in  the 
housing  project  which  went  beyond  factors  normally  considered  in 
government  contracting.  While  this  contract  has  progressed  beyond 
the  point  where  it  could  be  cancelled  without  extra  expense  to  govern¬ 
ment,  the  Committee  warns  that  hereafter  any  such  contracting  be 
handled  without  inclusion  of  factors  not  heretofore  considered  in  con¬ 
nection  with  government  contracts.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  heating 
and  air-conditioning  issue  was  poorly  handled  from  inception  through 
the  contracting  stage. 
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REPORT  ON  CONSTRUCTION  PRACTICES 

The  investigation  report  of  the  Committee  on  military  construction 
practices  in  the  Department  of  Defense  just  recently  completed 
reveals  a  number  of  weaknesses  in  the  administration  and,  at  times,  a 
lack  of  direction  in  the  military  construction  activities.  While  most 
of  these  weaknesses  have  been  or  are  being  corrected,  the  Committee 
must  continue  to  express  dissatisfaction  in  the  inadequate  progress 
that  has  been  made  in  standardizing  specifications  which  would  place 
the  three  services  on  a  comparable  basis.  A  more  concerted  effort 
must  be  made  by  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  insure  that 
all  services  are  treated  equally. 

PAVING  OF  RUNWAYS 

The  Committee  has  for  years  given  consideration  to  the  composi¬ 
tion  and  construction  of  aircraft  runways  and  is  aware  of  hearings  that 
)iave  recently  been  held  by  a  subcommittee  of  the  House  Armed 
Services  Committee  in  regard  to  the  relative  merits  of  asphalt  vs. 
concrete  in  the  paving  of  runways,  aprons,  etc.  for  aircraft.  The 
Committee  recommends  and  directs  that  sufficient  funds  be  made 
available  for  the  completion  of  studies  and  tests  which  are  underway 
with  respect  to  this  important  factor  in  military  construction.  The 
Committee  realizes  that  the  primary  considerations  in  this  matter  are 
safety,  serviceability  and  costs  and  directs  that  these  factors  be  taken 
into  consideration  in  construction  of  runway  pavings  provided  in  this 
bill. 

FUTURE  SUBMISSIONS 

Funds  requested  for  land  acquisition  projects  approved  by  the 
Congress  for  funding  in  prior  year  programs  have  been  denied  in  all 
instances  where  these  projects  have  not  received  final  approval  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  of  the  House  of  Representatives  as  re¬ 
quired  by  law.  The  Department  of  Defense  is  directed  to  include  in 
the  military  construction  funding  program  for  future  fiscal  years  only 
those  land  acquisition  projects  that  have  received  approval  by  all 
reviewing  authorities  including  the  final  approval  required  by  law  of 
jhe  Armed  Services  Committee  of  the  House  of  Representatives  and 
the  Senate.  In  addition,  the  Committee  requests  that  justifications 
for  military  construction  items  submitted  in  connection  with  budget 
estimates  for  fiscal  year  1959  and  thereafter  include  priority  lists,  the 
format  to  be  determined  by  representatives  of  the  respective  services 
and  the  Committee  staff. 

Department  of  the  Army 

MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION 

The  Department  of  the  Army  requested  an  appropriation  of 
$325,000,000  to  finance  the  military  construction  program  during  fiscal 
year  1958.  The  Committee  recommends  $305,000,000,  a  reduction 
of  $20,000,000  based  on  unapportioned  balances  to  be  carried  forward 
into  fiscal  year  1958.  The  fiscal  year  1957  program  forecast  obliga¬ 
tions  totalling  $370,000,000;  however,  preliminary  estimates  indicate 
that  only  $353,000,000  will  be  obligated.  As  these  are  no-year  funds 
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the  balance  will  be  available  for  obligation  in  fiscal  year  1958.  The 
latest  estimate  of  unobligated  funds  to  be  carried  forward,  based  on 
preliminary  reports,  is  $160,000,000.  This  amount  coupled  with  the 
appropriation  recommended  will  provide  a  total  availability  in  1958 
of  $465,000,000.  Approximately  $107,000,000  of  this  amount  is  tied 
up  in  government  costs  and  contingencies  on  work  in  progress  and  cer¬ 
tain  classified  projects.  The  balance  of  $358,000,000  will  be  available 
for  the  new  program.  Based  on  estimated  obligations  of  $350,000,000 
there  will  be  a  carryover  of  approximately  $115,000,000  into  fiscal 
year  1959  for  the  purpose  of  covering  the  necessary  costs  on  projects 
underway  and  to  permit  continuation  of  the  program  without  delay  at 
the  beginning  of  the  fiscal  year  prior  to  receipt  of  the  appropriations  in 
the  field. 

The  program  against  which  these  funds  are  to  be  applied  totals 
$373,636,000.  It  is  comprised  of  $297,039,000  new  authorization  con¬ 
tained  in  the  pending  authorization  bill;  $12,625,000  of  prior  authori¬ 
zation  to  be  reprogrammed  against  fiscal  year  1958  family  housing  re( 
quirements  in  accordance  with  section  413  of  H.  R.  8240;  $19,622,000 
in  general  authorization  (advance  design,  Capehart  utilities,  emer¬ 
gency  and  minor  new  construction);  and  $44,350,000  for  previously 
approved  projects  that  have  not  yet  been  funded.  The  Committee 
recommends  approval  of  the  funding  plan  as  presented  (which  appears 
in  detail  on  page  340  of  the  overall  volume  of  hearings)  with  the  excep¬ 
tion  of  one  item  of  prior  authorization  requiring  final  approval  by  the 
appropriate  Committees  of  Congress.  This  matter  has  been  explained 
in  detail  earlier  in  this  report.  The  item  stricken  is  for  the  acquisition 
of  land  at  the  Fort  Worth  General  Depot,  Texas  in  the  amount  of 
$153,000. 

The  following  tabulation  sets  forth  the  amounts  approved  by  the 
Committee  for  the  various  installations  and  activities  within  the 
program : 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 
Continental  United  States 


Ordnance  Corps: 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Md _  $2,  288,  000 

Anniston  Ordnance  Depot,  Ala _  2,  015,  000  .. 

Jet  Propulsion  Laboratory,  California _  130,  00(M» 

Savanna  Ordnance  Depot,  Ill _  758,  000 

Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  Oreg _  136,  000 

Sioux  Ordnance  Depot,  Nebr _  249,  000 

Umatilla  Ordnance  Depot,  Oreg _  258,  000 

White  Sands  Proving  Ground,  N.  Mex _  16,  530,  000 


Total,  Ordnance  Corps _  22,  364,  000 


Quartermaster  Corps: 

Atlanta  General  Depot,  Ga _  1,  579,  000 

New  Cumberland  General  Depot,  Pa _ _  1,  095,  000 

Fort  Lee,  Va _  6,  229,  000 

Seattle  Quartermaster  Depot,  Wash _  40,  000 

Sharpe  General  Depot,  Calif _  765,  000 

Fort  Worth  General  Depot,  Tex _  1,  789,  000 


Total,  Quartermaster  Corps _  11,  497,  000 
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Chemical  Corps: 

Fort  Detrick,  Md -  $627,  000 

Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Utah _  54,  000 


Total,  Chemical  Corps _  681,  000 


Signal  Corps:  Fort  Huachuca,  Ariz _  2,  703,  000 


Army  Security  Agency:  Vint  Hill  Farms,  Va _  328,  000 


Corps  of  Engineers: 

Cold  Regions  Laboratory,  New  Hampshire _  2,  496,  000 

Fort  Belvoir,  Va -  2,  120,  000 

Granite  City  Engineer  Depot,  Ill _  765,  000 


Total,  Corps  of  Engineers _  5,  381,  000 


Transportation  Corps: 

Brooklyn  Army  Terminal,  N.  Y _  1,  169,  000 

Charleston  Transportation  Corps  Depot,  S.  C _  306,  000 

Fort  Eustis,  Va _  3,  674,  000 

Oakland  Army  Base,  Calif _  602,  000 


Total,  Transportation  Corps _  5,  751,  000 


Medical  Corps: 

Fitzsimons  Army  Medical  Center,  Colo _  937,  000 

Walter  Reed  Medical  Center,  District  of  Columbia _  1,  920,  000 


Total,  Medical  Corps _  2,  857,  000 


Total,  technical  services _  51,  562,  000 


First  Army: 

Fort  Devens,  Mass _  4,  859,  000 

Fort  Dix,  N.  J _  357,  000 

Fort  Niagara,  N.  Y _  209,  000 

Fort  Totten,  N.  Y _  242,  000 


Total,  First  Army _  5,  667,  000 


Second  Army: 

A.  P.  Hill  Military  Reservation,  Va _  153,  000 

Fort  Knox,  Ky _  4,  404,  000 

Fort  George  Meade,  Md _  8,  018,  000 

Fort  Ritchie,  Md _  820,  000 


Total,  Second  Army _  13,  395,  000 


Third  Army: 

Fort  Benning,  Ga _  1,  583,  000 

Fort  Bragg,  N.  C _ 1,  051,  000 

Fort  Campbell,  Ky _  5,  117,  000 

Fort  McClellan,  Ala _  326,  000 

Fort  Rucker,  Ala _ _  5,  778,  000 

Fort  Stewart,  Ga _ 3,  691,  000 


Total,  Third  Army _  17,  546,  000 


H.  Rept.  1000,  85-1 - 2 
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Continental  United  States — Continued 

Fourth  Array: 

Fort  Bliss,  Tex _ _ _ _ _  $7,  704,  000 

Fort  Hood,  Tex _  4,  130,  000 

Fort  Polk,  La _  7,  734,  000 


Total,  Fourth  Army _  19,  568,  000 


Fifth  Army: 

Fort  Carson,  Colo _ _ _ _ _ _ _  1,  049,  000 

Fort  Leavenworth,  Kans _ _  459,  000 

Fort  Riley,  Kans _ _ _  3,  353,  000 

Fort  Leonard  Wood,  Mo _ _  4,  663,  000 


Total,  Fifth  Army _ _ _ _ I _  9,  524,  000 


Sixth  Army: 

Fort  Lewis,  Wash _  2,  748,  000 

Fort  Ord,  Calif _ _ ■_ _  5,  373,  OOCf"  | 


Total,  Sixth  Army _ _ _ _  8,  121,  000 


Total,  continental  armies _ _ _ _  73,  821,  000 


United  States  Military  Academy,  N.  Y _  3,  466,  000 


Armed  Forces  special  weapons  project: 

Bossier  Base,  Louisiana _ _  164,  000 

Clarksville  Base,  Texas _ _ _  200,  000 

Killeen  Base,  Texas _  379,  000 

Lake  Mead  Base,  Nevada _ T _ _  138,  000 

Manzano  Base,  New  Mexico _  50,  000 

Medina  Base,  Texas _  125,  000 


Total,  Armed  Forces  special  weapons  project _  1,  056,  000 


Tactical  sites,  continental  United  States _  1,  736,  000 


Tactical  support  facilities: 

First  Army: 

Bellemore,  N.  Y__ _  1,  201,  000 

Boston  defense  area,  Massachusetts _  58,  000 

Camp  Kilmer,  N.  J _  2,  381,  000 

Fort  Totten,  N.  Y _ _  200,  00Qi 

Second  Army:  Cleveland  defense  area,  Ohio _  350,  000' 

Third  Army:  Oak  Ridge  defense  area,  Tennessee  (Fort  Camp¬ 
bell)  _ 749,  000 

Fourth  Army:  Fort  Sheridan,  Ill _  359,  000 

Sixth  Army: 

Camp  Hanford,  Wash _  1,  045,  000 

Fort  Lewis,  Wash _  811,  000 

Fort  MacArthur,  Calif _  1,  192,  000 

Presidio  of  San  Francisco,  Calif _  120,  000 


Total,  tactical  support  facilities _  8,  466,  000 


Total  continental  United  States _  140,  107,  000 
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Alaska: 

Alaska  general _  $658,  000 

Eielson  Air  Force  Base _  248,  000 

Fort  Greely _  1,  891,  000 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base _  1,  878,  000 

Fort  Richardson _  6,  447,  000 

Tactical  sites _  4,  910,  000 

Total,  Alaska.. _ _ _  16,032,000 

Pacific:  Tripler  Army  Hospital,  Territory  of  Hawaii _  154,  000 

Caribbean : 

Fort  Buchanan,  P.  R _  273,  000 

Fort  Gulick,  C.  Z _  289,  000 

Total,  Caribbean _  562,  000 

France _  20,  754,  000 

Korea _ 9,  000,  000 

Okinawa _  8,  000,  000 

Total,  overseas _  54,  502,  000 

Classified 

Various  locations — including  tactical _ _  159,  405,  000 

General  Authorization 

Advance  design _  8,  222,  000 

Capehart  utilities _  4,  000,  000 

Emergency  construction _  1,  000,  000 

Minor  new  construction _  6,  400,  000 

Total,  general  authorization _  19,  622,  000 

Grand  total _ 373,  636,  000 


MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION,  ARMY  RESERVE  FORCES 

This  appropriation  provides  an  increment  of  the  long  range  program 
for  the  construction  of  administrative  and  training  facilities  for 
National  Guard  and  Reserve  units.  The  budget  estimate  is 
$55,000,000  and  the  Committee  recommends  an  appropriation  of 
$46,000,000.  The  reduction  of  $9,000,000  is  based  on  unobligated 
balances  to  be  carried  forward  into  fiscal  year  1958.  The  latest 
estimates  available,  based  on  preliminary  reports,  indicate  $27,000,000 
will  be  in  this  category.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Committee  sufficient 
funds  will  be  available  for  the  financing  of  the  program  as  presented 
by  the  Department.  The  program,  which  the  Committee  approves, 
is  as  follows: 
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Number  of 
Projects 

Estimated 
Federal  cost 

National  Guard _ _ _ _ 

1G8 

$20, 000, 000 
(17,000,000) 
(3,000,000) 
35, 000, 000 
(30, 000, 000) 
(5, 000, 000) 

Armories _ 

(1161 

(52) 

Nonarmory  projects _ _ _ _ _ 

Army  Reserve’.’  . . .  .  . . 

Training  centers _ _ _ _ 

(126) 

Summer-camp  facilities _  _ _ _ 

Total . . . . . . . . . . 

55, 000, 000 

A  tentative  list  showing  location,  type  of  facility,  and  estimated  cost 
of  each  of  the  individual  projects  proposed  appears  on  pp.  1224-1230 
of  the  Department  of  the  Army  Appropriation  hearings  for  1958. 

Department  of  the  Navy 

GENERAL  STATEMENT 

The  Committee  report  accompanying  the  Supplemental  Appropria¬ 
tion  Bill,  1957,  stated  with  reference  to  the  military  construction 
program  of  the  Navy: 

The  need  for  a  fully  implemented  military  construction 
program  to  provide  the  proper  facilities  for  the  modern  N avy 
cannot  be  overemphasized.  The  fact  that  such  a  program 
does  not  exist  today  is  obvious  to  the  Committee.  The  rea¬ 
sons  for  this  situation  are  legion,  many  of  them  beyond  the 
control  of  the  Department  of  the  Navy.  Others,- however, 
are  decidedly  within  their  control,  and  must  be  eliminated. 

That  effective  leadership  to  implement  this  program  has  not  been 
provided  is  obvious  from  any  analysis  of  the  action  of  the  Navy  since 
the  time  of  the  committee  report. 

For  example,  if  the  military  construction  program  is  to  properly 
service  the  shore  establishment  of  the  Department  of  the  Navy,  it 
must  be  based  on  sound  and  realistic  programming.  This  is  one  of 
the  keystones  of  any  military  construction  program  and  cannot  be 
overemphasized.  It  is  apparent  that  such  programming  does  not 
exist  in  the  Navy  today.  An  analysis  of  the  status  of  the  funded 
military  construction  program  of  the  Navy  as  of  May  31,  1957,  dis¬ 
closes  that  sixty -nine  projects  were  not  under  construction  because  of 
land  acquisition  difficulties.  Forty-five  projects  were  being  held  up 
due  to  lack  of  proper  criteria  from  the  sponsor  bureau  and  forty-two 
others  were  either  held  up  or  delayed  because  of  changes  in  the  criteria. 
All  of  these  actions  have  been  taken  on  projects  approved  by  the 
Congress  upon  the  testimony  of  witnesses  of  the  Department  of  the 
Navy  that  these  were  firm  and  realistic  requirements. 

Missions  of  air  stations  were  being  changed  even  between  the  time 
of  the  submission  of  the  budget  estimates  in  June  and  the  Committee 
hearings  in  July. 

Some  of  these  discrepancies  were  due  to  reasons  beyond  the  control 
of  the  Navy.  The  majority,  however,  are  due  to  the  methods  used  by 
the  Navy  for  the  formulation,  justification,  and  implementation  of 
the  military  construction  program.  These  methods  of  operation  have 
in  the  past  consistently  failed  to  formidate  and  carry  out  military 
construction  programs  sorely  needed  by  the  naval  shore  establishment. 
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Improvement  in  the  fiscal  year  1958  program  is  largely  due  to  the 
drastic  reduction  in  the  overall  program,  insisted  upon  by  sources 
outside  of  the  Navy,  and  the  use  of  funds  for  detailed  advance  planning 
made  available  by  the  Congress  last  year  over  and  above  the  amount 
contained  in  the  budget  estimate.  In  this  connection,  it  is  interesting 
to  note  the  comment  of  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks 
with  reference  to  this  subject,  appearing  on  page  35  of  the  Committee 
hearings : 

Mr.  Sheppard.  What,  if  any,  benefits  do  you  feel  that  the 
Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks  has  been  privileged  to  parti- 
pate  in  because  of  the  extra  funds  which  were  given  to  you 
by  this  committee  for  the  finalization  of  plans? 

Admiral  Meade.  I  think  that  is  one  of  the  finest  ex¬ 
amples  of  forward  thinking  that  I  could  cite,  Mr.  Chairman. 

It,  has  been  a  great  help  to  us.  It  permits  us  to  say,  that  as 
of  this  particular  budget  submission  95  percent  dollarwise 
of  the  projects  which  have  survived  the  authorization  re¬ 
views  are  supported  by  advance  planning,  and  that  is  a  very 
considerable  improvement  over  previous  years. 

The  fact  that  the  funds  available  for  military  construction  are  less 
than  those  made  available  in  the  past  accentuates  the  need  for  proper 
management  to  insure  maximum  utilization  of  every  available  dollar. 
If  this  is  not  done,  the  results  can  only  be  a  failure  to  provide  the  fleet 
with  the  support  facilities  necessary  to  maintain  the  combat  readiness 
of  the  modern  Navy  and  the  costly  expenditure  of  funds  on  inadequate 
facilities  whose  maintenance  costs  are  already  prohibitive. 

Prompt  and  vigorous  steps  must  be  taken  to  properly  carry  out  this 
program.  In  doing  this  the  Navy  is  directed  to  make  a  detailed  study 
of  the  present  methods  used  in  controlling  the  program.  Such  a  study 
should  include,  but  not  be  limited  to  the  following  items: 

1.  Policies  and  practices  relating  to  the  organization  and  manage¬ 
ment  of  the  Naval  Shore  Establishment. 

2.  Evaluation  of  the  relationship  of  the  Office  of  Chief  of  Naval 
Operations  and  the  various  bureaus  to  the  Naval  Shore  Establish¬ 
ment,  including  the  development  of  criteria  for  individual  projects. 

(  3.  Analysis  of  the  effectiveness  of  the  present  organization  of  the 
Chief  of  Naval  Operations  for  the  operation  and  planning  of  the  Shore 
Establishment. 

4.  Evaluation  of  the  methods  used  to  determine  the  requirement  for 
Shore  Establishment  facilities. 

5.  Effectiveness  of  present  maintenance  policies  and  programs,  in¬ 
cluding  comparison  of  present  standards  of  maintenance  with  those 
considered  most  economical  and  desirable  and  priority  given  to  mainte¬ 
nance  of  the  Shore  Establishment  contrasted  to  that  given  to  main¬ 
tenance  of  the  fleet  and  other  major  Naval  programs. 

6.  Adequacy  of  the  present  Shore  Establishment  with  particular 
reference  to  the  many  changes  being  effected  in  the  overall  posture  of 
the  Navy. 

7.  Curtailment  or  elimination  of  shore  establishment  facilities  not 
essential  to  the  efficient  operation  of  the  Navy. 

8- .  Policies  and  practices  relative  to  the  replacement  of  inadequate 
facilities  and  those  which  are  costly  to  maintain,  including  priority 
given  to  these  replacements  as  compared  to  facilities  for  new  require¬ 
ments. 
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It  will  be  expected  that  the  Navy  will  file  with  the  Committee  not 
later  than  March  3,  1958,  the  results  of  such  a  study  and  the  actions 
taken  by  the  Navy  to  formulate  a  more  realistic  system  for  the  control 
and  implementation  of  the  military  construction  program. 

The  continued  use  of  cost-plus-fixed-fee  contracts  has  been  a 
matter  of  concern  to  the  Committee  and  the  Congress  for  many  years. 
In  prior  years,  the  Committee  has  been  advised  by  the  Chief  of  the 
Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks  that  the  Navy  also  desires  to  discontinue 
the  use  of  contracts  of  this  type,  especially  in  the  Pacific  area,  and 
that  they  are  taking  steps  to  implement  this  policy.  What  steps  have 
been  taken  this  year,  if  any,  are  few  and  faltering.  Cost-plus-fixed-fee 
contracts  still  remain  in  existence  in  connection  with  the  distant  early 
warning  line  operation  at  Midway  and  construction  in  the  Subic  Bay 
area  of  the  Philippine  Islands.  The  Committee  will  expect  the  Navy 
to  discontinue  the  use  of  cost-plus-fixed-fee  contracts  as  promptly  as 
the  best  interests  of  the  Federal  Government  dictate,  and  to  file  with 
the  Committee  not  later  than  January  15,  1958,  the  action  it  has  taken 
in  this  respect. 

MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION,  NAVY 

The  Committee  recommends  the  appropriation  of  $265,000,000,  for 
military  construction,  a  reduction  of  $70,000,000  in  the  budget  esti¬ 
mate  of  $335,000,000.  Testimony  developed  by  the  Committee 
discloses  that  at  the  end  of  fiscal  year  1957,  the  unobligated  balance 
of  the  military  construction  program  was  approximately  $178,000,000. 
Of  this  amount,  $70,000,000  is  unapportioned  and  surplus  to  the  needs 
of  prior  year  programs,  and  thus  available  for  the  fiscal  year  1958 
construction  program. 

The  military  construction  program  presented  to  the  Committee  by  the 
Navy  for  funding  approval  totals  $386,195,000.  This  request  includes 
$312,955,500  for  continental  projects  and  $73,239,500  for  overseas 
projects.  The  funding  program  includes  projects  totaling  $44,691,000 
which  have  been  previously  approved  for  funding  by  the  Congress 
but  for  which  funds  had  not  been  apportioned  through  fiscal  year 
1957,  and  $28,046,000  from  prior  year  authorizations,  which  have  not 
yet  been  approved  for  funding.  The  remaining  amount  of  $313,458,000 
represents  projects  which  are  contained  in  the  fiscal  year  1958  author¬ 
ization  bill. 

The  funding  program  approved  by  the  Committee  totals 
$378,981,800,  a  reduction  of  $7,213,200  in  the  budget  request.  This 
approved  funding  program  is  in  accordance  with  the  priority  list 
formulated  by  the  Department  of  the  Navy  and  submitted  to  the 
Committee  with  the  exception  of  two  programs,  both  involving  land 
acquisition  for  which  no  approval  has  been  obtained  from  the  review¬ 
ing  authorities.  Explanation  of  these  specific  actions  will  be  found 
in  subsequent  paragraphs.  The  program  resulting  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  action  is  set  forth  in  the  following  tabulation: 
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Class 

Shipyard  facilities,  continental:  Amount 

Naval  engineering  experiment  station,  Annapolis,  Md _  $618,  000 

Naval  Shipyard,  Bremerton,  Wash _  25,  438)  000 

Naval  Shipyard,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y _  l)  452)  000 

Naval  Shipyard,  Long  Beach,  Calif _  1)  500)  000 

Naval  Submarine  Base,  New  London,  Conn _  2,  966’  000 

Headquarters,  Commander  in  Chief,  Atlantic  and  Atlantic 
Fleet,  Norfolk,  Va - - -  n,  779,  000 


Subtotal,  shipyard  facilities,  continental _  43,  753,  000 


Shipyard  facilities,  overseas: 

Naval  Shipyard,  Pearl  Harbor,  T.  H _  1,  297,  000 

Naval  Base,  Subic  Bay,  Philippine  Islands _  1)  750’  000 

Naval  station,  Subic  Bay,  Philippine  Islands _  7,  576,  000 

Headquarters,  Commander  in  Chief,  Pacific  and  Pacific  Fleet, 

Makalapa,  Oahu,  T.  H -  10,  502,  000 

Locations  classified:  Oceanographic  research  facilities _  2,  751,  500 


23,  876,  500 
67,  629,  500 


Fleet  base  facilities,  continental: 

Naval  station,  Key  West,  Fla _  1,  326,  000 

Naval  station,  Long  Beach,  Calif _  544’  000 

Naval  station,  Newport,  R.  I _  2,  729)  000 


Subtotal,  fleet  base  facilities,  continental _  4,  599,  000 


Fleet  base  facilities,  overseas: 

Naval  station,  Adak,  Alaska _  246  000 

Camp  H.  M.  Smith,  Oahu,  T.  H _  332)  000 

Naval  station,  San  Juan,  P.  R _  190)  000 


Subtotal,  fleet  base  facilities,  overseas _  768,  000 


Total,  fleet  base  facilities _  5,  367,  000 


Aviation  facilities,  training: 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Chase  Field,  Tex _  566,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Corpus  Christi,  Tex _  140,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Glynco,  Ga _  293,  000 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Kingsville,  Tex _  160)  000 

}  Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Meridian,  Miss _  13,  387,  000 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  New  Iberia,  La _ _ _  4,  152,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Pensacola,  Fla _  2,  713,  000 


Subtotal,  aviation  facilities,  training _  21,  411,  000 


Aviation  facilities,  fleet  support 

Naval  air  station,  Alameda,  Calif _ 537,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Brunswick,  Maine _  340,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Cecil  Field,  Fla _ <T. _  5,  249,  000 

Auxiliary  landing  field,  Crows  Landing,  Calif _  39,  000 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  El  Centro,  Calif _  4,  849,  000 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Fallon,  Nev _  9,  175,  000 

Naval  seaplane  facility,  Hertford,  N.  C _  8,548,000 

Naval  air  station,  Jacksonville,  Fla _ 152,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Key  West,  Fla _  130,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Lemoore,  Calif _  29,  121,  000 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Mavport,  Fla _  384,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Miramar,  Calif _  3,  601,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Norfolk,  Va _  1,  739,  000 

Naval  air  station,  North  Island,  Calif _  9,  384,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Oceana,  Va _  7,  527,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Quonset  Point,  R.  I _  2,  697,  000 


D 


Subtotal,  shipyard  facilities,  overseas. 
Total,  shipyard  facilities _ 
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Class 

Aviation  facilities,  fleet  support— Continued 

Naval  auxiliary  landing  field,  San  Clemente  Island,  Calif 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Sanford,  Fla - 

Naval  air  station,  Whidbey  Island,  Wash - 

Outlying  field,  Whitehouse  Field,  Fla - 

Classified  locations _ 


Subtotal,  aviation  facilities,  fleet  support -  10 1,  586,  000 


Aviation  facilities,  marine  aviation: 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Beaufort,  S.  C -  5,  638,  000 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Cherry  Point,  N.  C -  6,  503,  000 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  El  Toro,  Calif - 7,  720,  000 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Mojave,  Calif -  3,  782,  000 

Marine  Corps  air  facility,  New  River,  Jacksonville,  N.  C -  39,  000 


Subtotal,  aviation  facilities,  marine  aviation -  23,  682,  000 


Aviation  facilities,  special: 

Naval  air  development  center,  Johnsville,  Pa — 

Naval  air  station,  Patuxent  River,  Md - 

Naval  air  missile  test  center,  Point  Mugu,  Calif 


Subtotal,  aviation  facilities,  special _  6,  056,  000 


Aviation  facilities,  overseas: 

Naval  air  station,  Agana,  Marianas  Islands - - -  428,  000 

Naval  station,  Argentia,  Canada -  1,  793,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Barbers  Point,  T.  H -  2,  088,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Cubi  Point,  Luzon,  Philippine  Island^ -  149,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba -  6,  423,  000 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Kaneohe  Bay,  T.  H -  249,  000 

Naval  station,  Kwajalein,  Marshall  Islands -  69,  000 

Naval  station,  Midway  Island,  T.  H -  69,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Roosevelt  Roads,  P.  R _  15,  517,  000 

Location  classified _  2,  643,  000 


Subtotal,  aviation,  overseas _  29,  428,  000 


Total,  aviation  facilities _  188,  163,  000 


Supply  facilities,  continental: 

Electronics  Supply  Office,  Great  Lakes,  Ill -  92,  000 

Naval  Ordnance  Supply  Office,  Meelianicsburg,  Pa -  155,  000  A 

Aviation  Supply  Office,  Philadelphia,  Pa -  550,  000  y 


Subtotal,  supply  facilities,  continental -  797,  000 


Supply  facilities,  overseas: 

Naval  station,  Adak,  Alaska _  1,  550,  000 

Naval  station,  Guam,  Marianas  Islands -  884,  000 

Naval  Supply  Depot,  Subic  Bay,  Philippine  Islands -  397,  000 


Subtotal,  supply  facilities,  overseas -  2,  831,  000 


Total,  supply  facilities _  3,  628,  000 


Marine  Corps  facilities,  continental: 

Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Albany,  Ga -  814,  000 

Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Barstow,  Calif -  7,  616,  000 

Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Lejeune,  N.  C -  428,  000 

Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot,  Parris  Island,  S.  C -  1,  766,  000 

Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Pendleton,  Calif -  1,  469,  000 

Marine  Corps  Schools,  Quantico,  Va - 1,  875,  000 

Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot,  San  Diego,  Calif -  116,  000 

Marine  Corps  Training  Center,  Twentynine  Palms,  Calif -  2,  378,  300 


Total,  Marine  Corps  facilities 


39,  000(  I 

2,  209,  000 

3,  808,  000 


Amount 

$9,  448,  000 
2,  953,  000 
9,  365,  000 
1,  537,  000 
806,  000 


16,  462,  300 
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Clast 

Ordnance  facilities,  continental: 

Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Bangor,  Wash 

Naval  magazine,  Port  Chicago,  Calif _ 

Location  classified  (AC-1) _ 

Location  classified  (WC-1) _ ~  ~  ~ 

Location  classified  (WC-2) _ 

Locations  classified  (Polaris  facilities) _ 


Amount 
$316,  000 
564,  000 
5,  004,  000 
178,  000 
410,  000 
17,  775,  000 


Subtotal,  Ordnance  facilities,  continental 

Ordnance  facilities,  overseas: 

Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Oahu,  T.  H _ 

Location  classified  (S-l) _ 

Location  classified  (S-2) _ 

Location  classified  (WP-1) _ J 

Subtotal,  ordnance  facilities,  overseas _ 


24,  247,  000 


326,  000 
59,  000 

2,  468,  000 

3,  345,  000 


6,  198,  000 


Total,  ordnance  facilities _ 

Service  school  facilities,  continental: 

Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Md _ 

Naval  Amphibious  Base,  Coronado,  Calif 
Naval  Training  Center,  Great  Lakes,  Ill. 
Naval  Training  Center,  San  Diego,  Calif. 


30,  445,  000 


1,  602,  000 
2,  052,  000 
5,  598,  000 
1,  613,  000 


Total,  service  school  facilities _ 

Communication  facilities,  continental: 

Naval  communication  station,  Norfolk,  Va _ 

Naval  communication  station,  San  Diego,  Calif.  _ 

Naval  Communication  Center,  Stockton  (San  Francisco)  Calif 
Naval  radio  station,  Washington  County,  Maine _ 


10,  865,  000 


443,  000 
100,  000 
889,  000 
16,  192,  000 


Subtotal,  communication  facilities,  continental 


Communication  facilities,  overseas: 

Naval  radio  station,  Adak,  Alaska _ 

Naval  communication  station,  Finegayan,  Guam. 
Naval  security  group  activity,  Istanbul,  Turkey. 
Naval  communication  facility,  Philippine  Islands 

Naval  security  group  activity,  Sakata,  Japan _ 

Naval  radio  station,  Wahiawa,  T.  H _ 

Subtotal,  communication  facilities,  overseas _ 


Total,  communication  facilities 


Office  of  naval  research  facilities:  Location  classified 


Total,  Office  of  naval  research  facilities _ 

Yards  and  docks  facilities,  continental: 

Naval  Shipyard,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y _ 

Public  works  center,  Norfolk,  Va _ 

Naval  Construction  Battalion  Center,  Port  Hueneme", "Calif' 

Advance  planning _ 

Replacement  of  damaged  facilities _ IIIIII”! 

Special  minor  facilities _ 11.1! 

Capehart  housing _ _ " 

Commodity  Credit  housing _ 

Subtotal,  yards  and  docks  facilities,  continental _ 


17,  624,  000 


1,  053,  000 
594,  000 
130,  000 
I,  467,  000 
69,  000 
4,  392,  000 


7,  705,  000 


25,  329,  000 


3,  100,  000 


3,  100,  000 


332,  000 

3,  244,  000 
I,  984,  000 
6,  000,  000 

4,  000,  000 

3,  000,  000 

4,  000,  000 
3,  000,  000 


25,  560,  000 


II.  Rept.  1009,  85-1- 


-3 
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Class  Amount 

Yards  and  docks  facilities,  overseas: 

Public  Works  Center,  Subic  Bay,  Philippine  Islands -  $398,  000 

Replacement  of  temporary  family  quarters -  2,  040,  000 

Subtotal,  yards  and  docks  facilities,  overseas -  2,  433,  000 

Total,  yards  and  docks  facilities _  27,  993,  000 

'Grand  total,  military  construction,  Navy -  378,  981,  800 


The  Committee  has  eliminated  the  request  of  the  Navy  for 
$6,573,000  for  various  land  acquisitions  and  obstruction  removals  for 
flights  clearance  needed  in  support  of  field  carrier  landing  practice. 
This  program  was  authorized  in  fiscal  year  1956  and  funded  by  the 
Congress  in  prior  years  appropriation  acts.  None  of  the  specific 
items  deleted  by  the  Committee  have  even  been  presented  to  the 
Armed  Services*  Committees  of  the  Congress  for  land  acquisition 
approval  as  required  by  law.  It  is  the  desire  of  the  Committee  that 
pj-ior  to  again  requesting  funds  for  these  facilities  that  the  Navy 
review  the  entire  program  as  to  its  essentiality  with  special  emphasis 
upon  the  use  of  the  optical  landing  systems  on  carriers  and  at  naval 
air  stations  on  the  actual  need  for  the  several  projects  in  this  program. 

Funding  approval  was  requested  in  the  amount  of  $535,200  for 
bombing  ranges  at  the  Naval  Air  Station,  Jacksonville,  Florida.  The 
ranges  have  been  approved  for  funding  in  the  past.  s  One  of  the  ranges 
was  submitted  to  the  Armed  Services  Committees  for  land  acquisition 
approval  on  June  7,  1956,  three  on  November  16,  1956,  and  the  fifth 
range  has  not  even  been  submitted  for  approval  as  required  by  law. 
No  action  has  been  taken  by  the  Committees  on  the  four  items  sub¬ 
mitted  for  approval.  Pending  such  approval  the  Committee  has  no 
recourse  but  to  deny  the  funds  sought  for  these  facilities. 

Funds  were  requested  for  the  construction  of  three  elementary 
schools  at  the  Naval  Base,  Subic  Bay,  Philippine  Islands.  The 
Committee  believes  that  the  construction  of  the  three  schools  is  not 
necessary  and  that  the  pupil  load  should  be  met  by  the  construction 
of  only  two  such  schools,  one  in  each  of  the  housing  areas.  The  Navy 
is  directed  to  take  the  necessary  action  to  carry  out  this  revised 

program.  . 

Funds  were  requested  for  the  construction  of  barracks  in  connection 
with  a  naval  ordnance  facility  on  the  island  of  Guam.  At  the  present 
time  there  are  barracks  spaces  available  on  this  island  in  sufficient 
number  to  meet  the  requirements  of  this  facility.  The  Committee 
desires  that  the  Navy  make  a  study  of  the  use  of  these  exist  ing  barracks 
spaces  in  lieu  of  the  construction  of  new  barracks.  It  will  be  expected 
that  the  Navy  will  report  to  the  Committee  as  to  the  feasibility  of 
utilizing  these  barracks  prior  to  the  initiation  of  construction  of  the 
new  barracks. 

MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION,  NAVAL  RESERVE  FORCES 

The  budget  estimate  for  the  construction  of  reserve  training  facilities 
for  the  Navy  and  the  Marine  Corps  is  $10,000,000.  The  unobligated 
balance  for  this  construction  program,  at  the  end  of  fiscal  year  1957. 
was  $25,500,000.  The  financial  plan  of  the  Department  of  Defense 
for  fiscal  year  1958  shows  a  planned  apportionment  of  only  $21,000,000, 
and  obligations  of  $14,000,000.  While  the  Committee  approves  the 
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reserve  construction  program  as  submitted,  it  fails  to  see  the  need  for 
additional  appropriations  which  would  only  add  to  the  estimated 
unobligated  and  unapportioned  balances  at  the  end  of  fiscal  year  1958 
and  would  not  be  used  for  the  approved  reserve  construction  pro£rram> 
accordingly  the  request  for  additional  funds  is  denied. 

The  Committee  is  concerned  with  the  continued  operation  of  jet 
aircraft  at  the  Naval  Air  Station,  South  Weymouth,  Massachusetts, 
lhe  Navy  is  directed  to  make  a  study  of  the  necessity  for  the  continu¬ 
ation  of  these  jet  operations,  investigating  all  other  potential  sites  in 
the  area  to  be  served,  and  filing  a  report  with  the  Committee  thereon 
not  later  than  January  15,  1958. 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 
MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION 

).  fiscal  year  1958  appropriation  request  for  military  construction 
lor  the  Department  of  the  Air  Force  submitted  as  an  item  in  House 
Document  203  dated  of  July  1,  1957  was  $1,000,000,000.  This  re¬ 
quest  was  $275,000,000  below  the  amount  indicated  in  the  President’s 
budget  submitted  in  January.  The  Committee  is  recommending  for 
appropriation  $900,000,000,  a  reduction  of  $100,000,000  or  10  percent 
below  the  request. 

J  he  details  of  the  military  construction  program  and  the  appropria¬ 
tion  request,  and  the  Committee  action  thereon  are  reflected  in  the 
following  summary  tabulation. 


AIR  FORCE  CONSTRUCTION  PROGRAM,  FISCAL 

YEAR  1958 

[In  millions  of  dollars] 

Budget  re¬ 
quest 

Committee 

recommenda¬ 

tion 

New  authorizations  (pending  H.  R.  7130) 

Prior  year  authorizations _ _ 

528.1 

Advance  project  planning... 

Ooo.  y 

Minor  construction. 

18.0 

18.0 

Total  construction  program _ 

1,158.5 

-4.4 

rLess:  - 

Anticipated  reimbursements 

Application  of  Spanish  pesetas.  .. 

Net  construction  program _ 

1, 135. 1 

New  appropriations  applicable  to  construction  program 

1. 000. 0 

Construction  program  unfunded  at  end  fiscal  year 

152.3 

It  will  be  noted  from  the  preceding  tabulation  that  the  Committee 
has  made  specific  item  reductions  totaling  $17,21 0,000  in  the  Air  Force 
construction  program  on  which  the  lump-sum  appropriation  request 
was  based.  However,  these  specific  reductions  in  construction  pro¬ 
gram  items  do  not  equal  the  reduction  in  the  new  appropriation 
request.  As  in  the  past  the  Committee  is  approving  more  projects 
than  the  specific  appropriation  will  finance.  This  has  proven  to  be  a 
satisfactory  procedure  since  it  permits  the  Air  Force  a  latitude  of 
action  in  administering  an  approved  construction  program  somewhat 
in  excess  of  the  amount  of  money  that  can  be  reasonably  obligated  in 
the  budget  year,  while  at  the  same  time  it  limits  the  amount  of  money 
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that  may  be  drawn  upon  during  the  year  with  the  final  result  that 
unobligated  balances  are  somewhat  less  than  would  otherwise  be  the 
case.  It  is  largely  on  the  basis  of  unobligated  balances  that  the 
Committee  has  reduced  the  appropriation  request  for  fiscal  year  1958. 
Just  prior  to  the  end  of  fiscal  year  1957  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  froze  funds  available  for  obligation  in  that 
fiscal  year  in  the  amount  of  approximately  $130,000,000  for  the  Air 
Force  military  construction  program.  Of  this  amount  approximately 
$30,000,000  was  earmarked  for  transfer  to  the  military  personnel 
appropriation  for  the  fiscal  year  1957  in  accordance  with  provisions  of 
the  Third  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  approved  June  21,  1957, 
Public  Law  85-58.  This  left  approximately  $100,000,000  of  the  1957 
funds  for  Air  Force  military  construction  frozen  as  of  the  end  of  that 
fiscal  year.  The  action  of  the  Department  of  Defense  and  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  in  freezing  these  funds  has  resulted  in  slowing  the  rate 
of  obligation  for  the  months  of  June  and  July  and  will  in  all  probability  / 
continue  the  slowup  into  some  of  the  immediate  succeeding  months.! 
Therefore  the  Committee  feels  that  the  estimated  funds  to  be  obli¬ 
gated  during  the  fiscal  year  1958  will  be  considerably  less  than  previ¬ 
ously  anticipated. 

The  Air  Force  has  testified  that  with  a  construction  program  of  the 
size  in  which  they  are  engaged  that  approximately  $300,000,000  of 
unobligated  carryover  from  one  year  to  a  succeeding  year  is  about 
the  amount  needed  for  proper  administration  of  the  program.  The 
Committee  believes  that  the  action  taken  in  reducing  the  appropria¬ 
tion  request  by  $100,000,000  will  result  in  an  unobligated  balance  at 
the  end  of  fiscal  year  1958  of  approximately  the  proper  amount  of 
money  for  good  administration. 

Listed  in  the  following  tabulation  are  the  amounts  approved  by  the 
Committee  for  Air  Force  construction  programmed  at  installations 
within  Continental  United  States  and  several  overseas  areas  and 
commands.  Following  this  tabulation  are  specific  explanations  of 
changes  made  by  the  Committee  in  the  Department  of  Ah-  Force 
requests. 

Military  construction  program ,  fiscal  year  1958 

CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES  £ 


Air  Defense  Command:  Total  program 

Duluth  MAP,  Duluth,  Minn _  $5,  115,000 

Ethan  Allen  AFB,  Burlington,  Vt _  594,  000 

Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Wash _  2,  721,  000 

Glasgow  AFB,  Glasgow,  Mont _  3,  737,  000 

Grand  Forks,  AFB,  Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak _  9,  481,  000 

Hamilton  AFB,  Ignacio,  Calif _  1,  641,  000 

K.  I.  Sawyer  Airport,  Marquette,  Mich _  2,365,000 

Kinross  AFB,  Kinross,  Mich _  1,  660,  000 

Klamath  Falls  MAP,  IGamath  Falls,  Oreg _  1,  743,  000 

McChord  AFB,  Tacoma,  Wash _  632,  000 

McGhee-Tyson  Airport,  Maryville,  Tenn _  591,  000 

Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minneapolis,  Minn _  23,  000 

Minot  AFB,  Minot,  N.  Dak _ : _  10,  927,  000 

Niagara  Falls  MAP,  Niagara  Falls,  N.  Y _  2,  542,  000 

Otis  AFB,  Falmouth,  Mass _  10,  956,  000 

Osaard  AFB,  Camarillo,  Calif _  2,  481,  000 

Pescadero  Consolan,  Calif _  584,  000 

Portland  IAP,  Portland,  Oreg _  3,  828,  000 

Presque  Isle  AFB,  Presque  Isle,  Maine _  4,  522,  000 

i,  Richard  Bong  AFB,  Ivansasville,  Wis _  23,  821,  000 

,  Richards-Gebaur  AFB,  Belton,  Mo _  1,  213,  000 
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Military  construction  ■program,  fiscal  year  1958 — Continued 


continental  united  states — continued 

Air  Defense  Command — Continued 

Selfridge  AFB,  Mount  Clemens,  Mich _ 

Sioux  City  MAP,  Sioux  City,  Iowa _ II 

Stewart  AFB,  Newburgh,  N.  Y _ 

Suffolk  County  AFB,  Westhampton  Beach,  N.  Y _ 

Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wis _ 

Tyndall  AFB,  Springfield,  Fla _ 

Wurtsmith  AFB,  Oscoda,  Mich _ I 

Youngstown  MAP,  Vienna,  Ohio _ 

Various  locations  (ADC  storage) _ 

Various  locations  (BO MARC) _ 

Various  locations  (land) _ 


Total  program 

$8,  275,  000 
1,  061,  000 
720,  000 
1,  144,  000 
7,  846,  000 

3,  186,  000 

4,  058,  000 
1,  855,  000 

14,  717,  000 
42,  963,  000 
1,  465,  000 


Total,  Air  Defense  Command _ 

Air  Force  Academy:  USAF  Academy,  Colorado  Springs,  Colo 
Air  Materiel  Command: 

Brooklsy  AFB,  Mobile,  Ala _ 

Griffiss  AFB,  Rome,  N.  Y _ 

Griffiss/AVA  and  Stock,  N.  Y _ 

Hill  AFB,  Ogden,  Utah _ 

Kelly  AFB,  San  Antonio,  Tex _ 

McClellan  AFB,  Sacramento,  Calif _ 

Norton  AFB,  San  Bernardino,  Calif _ 

Olmsted  AFB,  Middletown,  Pa _ 

Robins  AFB,  Macon,  Ga _ 

Rushmore  AFS,  Rapid  City,  S.  Dak _ 

Searsport  AFSS,  Searsport,  Maine _ 

Stony  Brook  AFS,  Holyoke,  Mass _ _ 

Tacoma  FSS,  Tacoma,  Wash _ 

Tinker  AFB,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla _ 

Wright-Patterson  AFB,  Dayton,  Ohio _ 

Total,  Air  Materiel  Command _ _ 

Air  proving  ground: 

Eglin  AFB,  Valparaiso,  Fla _ 

Eglin  Auxiliary  No.  9,  Fort  Walton,  Fla _ 


178,  467,  000 
20,  837,  000 


2,  988,  000 
13,  351,  000 
922,  000 
1  3,  040,  000 
1,  044,  000 
1  6,  544,  000 
851,  000 
5,  753,  000 
7,  568,  000 
56,  000 
745,  000 
88,  000 
251,  000 
1  8,  737,  000 
10,  950,  000 


62,  888,  000 


7,  677,  000 
600,  000 


Total,  air  proving  ground _  g;  277,  000 


Air  Research  and  Development  Command: 

Arnold  Engr  Dev  Ctr,  Tullahoma,  Tenn _  7,  000,  000 

Edwards  AFB,  Rosamond,  Calif _  5,  H6,  000 

Holloman  AFB,  Alamogordo,  N.  Mex _  12)  513’  000 

Indian  Springs  AFB,  Indian  Springs,  Nev _  ’  71 1’  000 

Kirtland  AFB,  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex _  2,  905^  000 

Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field,  Bedford,  Mass _  8,  376^  000 

Patrick  AFB,  Cocoa  Beach,  Fla _  1,  000,  000 

Patrick  Auxiliary  No.  1,  Cape  Canaveral,  Fla _  ’  27l’  000 

Patrick  Auxiliary  No.  3,  Grand  Bahama,  B.  W.  I _  1,  011.  000 

Patrick  Auxiliary  No.  5,  San  Salvador,  B.  W.  I _  423,  000 

Patrick  Auxiliary  No.  6,  Mayaguana,  B.  W.  I _  23^  000 

Patrick  Auxiliary  No.  7,  Grand  Turk,  B.  W.  I _  104,  000 


Total,  Air  Research  and  Development  Command _  39,  453,  000 


'  For  additional  program  see  Reserve  Forces  Construction. 
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Military  construction  program,  fiscal  year  1958 — Continued 
continental  ijnited  states — continued 

Air  Training  Command:  Total  program 

Amarillo  AFB,  Amarillo,  Tex _  $9,  595,  000 

Chanute  AFB,  Rantoul,  Ill _  299,  000 

Craig  AFB,  Selma,  Ala _  2,  211,  000 

Harlingen  AFB,  Harlingen,  Tex _  743,  000 

J.  Connally  AFB,  Waco,  Tex _  2,  693,  000 

Keesler  AFB,  Biloxi,  Miss _  2,  243,  000 

Lackland  AFB,  San  Antonio,  Tex _  3,  440,  000 

Laredo  AFB,  Laredo,  Tex _  76,  000 

Luke,  Litchfield  Park,  Ariz _ _ _  4,  014,  000 

Mather  AFB,  Sacramento,  Calif _  9,  582,  000 

McConnell  AFB,  Wichita,  Kans _  763,  000 

Moody  AFB,  Valdosta,  Ga _  3,  465,  000 

Nellis  AFB,  Las  Vegas,  Nev _  509,  000 

Perrin  AFB,  Sherman,  Tex _  2,  667,  000 

Randolph  AFB,  San  Antonio,  Tex _  2,  858,  000 

Reese  AFB,  Lubbock,  Tex _  7,  603,  000 

Scott  AFB,  Shiloh,  Ill _  2,  722,  000 

Sheppard  AFB,  Wichita  Falls,  Tex _  7,  922,  0001 

Stead  AFB,  Reno,  Nev _  2,  753,  000 

Vance  AFB,  Enid,  Okla _  2,  633,  000 

Vincent  AFB,  Yuma,  Ariz _  3,  001,  000 

Webb  AFB,  Big  Spring,  Tex _  4,  208,  000 

Williams  AFB,  Chandler,  Ariz _ 2,  626,  000 


Total,  Air  Training  Command _ y _  78,  626,  000 


Air  University: 

Gunter  AFB,  Montgomery,  Ala _  340,  000 

Maxwell  AFB,  Montgomery,  Ala _  350,  000 


Total,  Air  University _  690,  000 


Continental  Air  Command: 

Brooks  AFB,  San  Antonio,  Tex _  952,  000 

Dobbins  AFB,  Marietta,  Ga _  791,  000 

Mitchel  AFB,  Hempstead,  N.  Y _  337,  000 


Total,  Continental  Air  Command _  2,  080,  000 


Headquarters  Command: 

Bolling  AFB,  Washington,  D.  C _  550,  000 


Military  Air  Transport  Service: 

Aero  Chart  Information  Center,  St.  Louis,  Mo _  1,  162,  000 

Andrews  AFB,  Camp  Springs,  Md _  5,  802,  000 

Charleston  AFB,  Charleston,  S.  C _  3,  320,  000 

Dover  AFB,  Dover,  Del _  2,  368,  000 

McGuire  AFB,  Wrightstown,  N.  J _  1,  281,  000 


Total,  Military  Air  Transport  Service _  13,  933,  000 


Strategic  Air  Command: 

Altus  AFB,  Altus,  Okla _  1,  054,  000 

Barksdale  AFB,  Bossier  City,  La _  3,  884,  000 

Beale  AFB,  Marysville,  Calif _  9,  568,  000 

Bergstrom  AFB,  Austin,  Tex _  1,  524,  000 

Biggs  AFB,  El  Paso,  Tex _  5,  876,  000 

Blytheville  AFB,  Blytheville,  Ark _  11,  810,  000 

Bunker  Hill  AFB,  Peru,  Ind._ _ _  10,  659,  000 

Carswell  AFB,  Fort  Worth,  Tex _  3,  414,  000 

Castle  AFB,  Atwater,  Calif _  3,  027,  000 

Clinton-Sherman  AFB,  Burns  Flat,  Okla _  3,  614,  000 


SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1958  23 

Military  construction  program,  fiscal  year  195S — Continued 
continental  united  states — continued 

Strategic  Air  Command: — Continued  Total  program 

Columbus  AFB,  Columbus,  Ohio _  $2,  818,  000 

Davis-Monthan  AFB,  Tucson,  Ariz _  6,  179’  000 

Dow  AFB,  Bangor,  Maine. - -  17,  565,  000 

Dyess  AFB,  Abilene,  Tex _  97R  000 

Ellsworth  AFB,  Rapid  City,  S.  Dak _  2,  499,’  000 

Fairchild  AFB,  Spokane,  Wash _  2,  028,  000 

Forbes  AFB,  Topeka,  Kans _  2,  001,  000 

Gray  AFB,  Killeen,  Tex _  34,  000 

Greenville  AFB,  Greenville,  Miss _  20,  802,  000 

Homestead  AFB,  Homestead,  Fla _  2,  370,  000 

Hunter  AFB,  Savannah,  Ga _  2,  456,  000 

Lake  Charles  AFB,  Lake  Charles,  La _  721,  000 

Larson  AFB,  Moses  Lake,  Wash _  13,  381,  000 

Laughlin  AFB,  Del  Rio,  Tex _ _  346,  000 

Lincoln  AFB,  Lincoln,  Nebr _  848,  000 

Little  Rock  AFB,  Jacksonville,  Ark _  501,  000 

Lockbourne  AFB,  Columbus,  Ohio _  11,  440,  000 

Loring  AFB,  Limestone,  Maine _  9,  790,  000 

MacDill  AFB,  Tampa,  Fla _  3,  501,  000 

Malmstrom  AFB,  Great  Falls,  Mont _  5,  570,  000 

March  AFB,  Riverside,  Calif _  4,  924,  000 

Mountain  Home  AFB,  Mountain  Home,  Idaho _  4,  380,  000 

Offutt  AFB,  Omaha,  Nebr _  10,  700,  000 

Pinecastle  AFB,  Orlando,  Fla _  449,  000 

Plattsburgh  AFB,  Plattsburgh,  N.  Y _  2,  561,  000 

Portsmouth  AFB,  Portsmouth,  N.  H _  2,  394,  000 

Schilling  AFB,  Salina,  Kans _  3,  445,  000 

Travis  AFB,  Fairfield,  Calif _  3,  138,  000 

Turner  AFB,  Albany,  Ga _  9,  357,  000 

Walker  AFB,  Roswell,  N.  Mex _  13,  942,  000 

Westover  AFB,  Chicopee  Falls,  Mass _  2,  033,  000 

Whiteman  AFB,  Knob  Noster,  Mo _  471,  000 


Total,  Strategic  Air  Command _  218,  045,  000 


Tactical  Air  Command: 

Clovis,  AFB,  Clovis,  N.  Mex _  3,  248,  000 

Donaldson  AFB,  Greenville,  S.  C _  5,  367,  000 

England  AFB,  Alexandria,  La _  3,  154,  000 

Foster  AFB,  Victoria,  Tex _  1,  416,  000 

George  AFB,  Adelanto,  Calif _  4,  295.  000 

Langley  AFB,  Hampton,  Va _  292,  000 

Myrtle  Beach,  Myrtle  Beach,  S.  C _  1,  560,  000 

Sewart  AFB,  Smyrna,  Tenn _  1,  630,  000 

Seymour  Johnson  AFB,  Goldsboro,  N.  C _  10,  716,  000 

Shaw  AFB,  Sumter,  S.  C _  2,  799,  000 


Total,  Tactical  Air  Command _  34,  477,  000 


AFOAT,  Zone  of  Interior _  1,  236,  000 

Aircraft  control  and  warning  system _  81,  247,  000 

Various  locations -  107,  000,  000 


RESERVE  FORCES  CONSTRUCTION 

Bakalar  AFB,  Columbus,  Ind _  319,  000 

Bradley  Field,  Winsor  Locks,  Conn _  423,  000 

Clinton  County  AFB,  Wilmington,  Ohio _  2,  855,  000 

Davis  Field,  Muskogee,  Okla _  40,  000 

General  Billy  Mitchell  Field,  Milwaukee,  Wis _  16,  000 

Greater  Cincinnati  Airport,  Covington,  Ky _  3,  963,  000 

Hill  AFB,  Ogden,  Utah _  3,  091,  000 

McClellan  AFB,  Sacramento,  Calif _  3,  065,  000 

Paine  AFB,  Mukilteo,  Wash _  425,  000 
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Military  construction  program,  fiscal  year  1958 — Continued 
reserve  forces  construction — continued 

Total  program 

'Pinellas  Airport,  St.  Petersburg,  Fla _  $2,  657,  000 

Portland  Airport,  Portland,  Oreg _  610,  000 

Scott  AFB,  Shiloh,  Ill _  864,  000 

Tinker  AFB,  Midwest  City,  Okla _  2,  172,  000 

Wilkes-Barre  ARC,  Wilkes-Barre,  Pa _  412,  000 


Total,  Reserve  Forces  construction _  20,  912,  000 


Total  Continental  United  States _  868,  718,  000 


OUTSIDE  CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES 

Alaskan  Air  Command:  Alaska _  22,  871,000 

Air  Materiel  Command:  France _  247,  000 


Far  East  Air  Force: 

Hawaii _  2,  711,  000 

Okinawa _  4,  908,  000 

Philippines _  3,  400,  000 


Total,  Far  East  Air  Force _  11,  019,  000 


Military  Air  Transport  Command: 

Azores _ _ _  9,  708,  000 

Bermuda _ _ _  7,263,000 


Total,  Military  Air  Transport  Command -  16,  971,  000 


.Strategic  Air  Command : 

Canada... _  67,566,000 

Greenland _  15,  782,  000 

Guam _  9,  260,  000 

Morocco _  1,  123,  000 

Puerto  Rico _  6,  317,  000 

Spain _  11,214,000 

United  Kingdom _ 2,  011,  000 


Total,  Strategic  Air  Command,.  —  113,  273,  000 


United  States  Air  Forces,  Europe: 

AFE,  France _  2,  941,  000 

AFE,  Germany _  1,  965,  000 


AFE,  Middle  East _  17,  844,  000 


Greece _  2,  747,  000 

Libya _  619,  000 

Saudi  Arabia _  575,  000 

Various _  13,  903,  000 


AFE,  United  Kingdom _  4,  987,  000 


Total  United  States  Air  Forces,  Europe _  27,  737,  000 


AFOAT  overseas _  403,  000 


Aircraft  control  and  warning,  overseas: 

Greenland _  20,  000,  000 

Canada _  568,  000 


Total,  aircraft  control  and  warning  overseas . .  20,  568,  000 

Various  locations  overseas _  2,  480,  000 


Total,  outside  continental  United  States _  215,  569,  000 
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Military  construction  program,  fiscal  year  1958 — Continued 

PLANNING  Total  program 

Planning - - -  $25,  000,  000 

MINOR  CONSTRUCTION 

Minor  construction _  18,  000,  000 

SUPPORT  ACTIVITIES 

Support  activities -  31,  200,  000 

Total -  1,  158,  487,  000 

Less  application  of  Spanish  pesetas _  19,  000,  000 

Less  anticipated  reimbursements _  4,  408,  000 

Total,  new  program,  fiscal  year  1958 _  1,  135,  079,  000 


The  Committee  has  made  only  a  relatively  few  small  reductions 
amounting  to  $17,210,000  affecting  specific  projects  in  the  requested 
Air  Force  construction  program.  Comments  regarding  these  specific 
changes  made  by  the  Committee,  the  reasons  therefore,  and  instruc¬ 
tions  or  suggestions  for  further  action  by  the  Department  of  the  Air 
Force  and  others  are  contained  in  the  following  paragraphs. 

The  Committee  reduced  the  $29,169,000  requested  for  the  Air 
Force  Academy  by  $8,332,000  or  the  exact  total  of  the  items  relating 
to  the  air  field  complex  proposed  for  construction  on  the  Academy 
site.  The  Committee  feels  that  this  air  field  is  certainly  not  an 
urgent  item  and  should  be  postponed  for  further  consideration. 
Peterson  Field  now  used  by  the  Air  Force  is  within  20  miles  of  the 
Academy  and  will  continue  to  be  available  for  use  until  a  final  deter¬ 
mination  is  made. 

Some  members  of  the  Committee  are  disturbed  by  what  appears 
to  be  a  lack  of  concern  for  cost  factors  by  the  Department  of  the  Air 
Force  in  the  planning,  construction  and  furnishing  of  the  Air  Academy. 
In  keeping  with  the  Academies  of  other  services  the  purpose  of  the 
Air  Force  Academy  is  to  train  officers.  The  Academy  should  be  a 
first-class  facility  in  which  the  American  people  can  take  pride;  but 
it  should  not  be  a  monument  to  governmental  extravagance. 

The  hearing  record  discloses  examples  of  items  which  have  been 
contracted  for  at  a  figure  considerably  in  excess  of  the  cost  estimated 
in  the  1957  budget  requests.  It  is  true  that  building  costs  have 
materially  increased  since  1953,  but  many  of  these  increases  are  in 
excess  of  the  recognized  increase  in  building  costs  and  in  some  cases 
are  as  much  as  twice  the  original  estimate.  In  a  few  instances  the 
size  and  scope  of  buildings  have  been  increased  beyond  that  previously 
justified  to  the  Committee. 

Hearings  over  the  past  several  years  will  reveal  that  the  Congress 
and  American  people  were  sold  an  Air  Force  Academy  that  was  not 
to  exceed  the  total  cost  of  $126,000,000.  Yet,  these  previous  com¬ 
mitments  appear  to  have  been  largely  ignored  by  responsible  Air 
Force  officials  and  the  Congress  is  now  requested  to  approve  addi¬ 
tional  millions  for  this  institution. 

In  connection  with  the  Air  Academy  and  in  line  with  holding  costs 
within  reasonable  bounds  the  Committee  has  disapproved  a  request 
contained  in  the  general  provisions  to  increase  the  cost  limitation  on 
a  house  for  the  Academy  Superintendent  from  the  existing  $75,000 
to  $97,500.  It  is  felt  that  the  $75,000  limitation  which  does  not 
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include  the  cost  of  land,  roads,  or  utilities  is  entirely  adequate  for  a 
house  of  this  nature. 

Approval  has  been  withheld  from  certain  land  items  at  a  number 
of  Air  Force  Bases  which  had  been  previously  approved  for  acquisition 
by  the  Congress,  but  on  which  no  action  has  been  taken  to  secure 
final  clearance  with  the  respective  Armed  Services  Committees,  as 
required  by  law.  The  Air  Force  has  had  these  particular  land  items  in 
the  working  program  for  the  past  year,  without  taking  the  necessary 
steps  to  obtain  clearance  by  the  Legislative  Committees.  Such  action 
is  being  taken  on  these  particular  items  merely  as  an  indication  of 
what  future  Committee  action  will  be  on  all  land  items  not  previously 
cleared  with  the  appropriate  Legislative  Committees  before  being 
presented  to  the  Appropriations  Committee  of  the  House.  All  such 
items  would  have  been  deleted  this  year  had  the  Air  Force  have  had 
previous  notice  of  the  Committee’s  intent  in  this  regard.  Attention  is 
directed  to  an  earlier  statement  in  this  chapter  of  the  Committee 
report  on  the  subject.  Specific  items  were  deleted  from  the  requests 
for  Otis,  Oxnard  and  Steward  Air  Force  Bases,  Truax  Field,  Youngs¬ 
town  Municipal  Airport,  Lawrence  G.  Hanscom  Field,  Randolph, 
Sheppard,  and  Seward  Air  Force  Bases,  and  a  number  of  AC&W 
sites.  The  Committee  will  entertain  reprograming  requests  for  these 
items  after  the  Air  Force  has  obtained  the  proper  legislative  clearances. 

The  requests  for  laundries  at  Patrick  Air  Foi*ce  Base  Auxiliaries 
No.  3  and  No.  4  have  been  deleted.  The  Committee  feels  that  local 
private  enterprise  should  be  encouraged  to  take  care  of  these  particular 
laundry  needs.  The  Committee  has  also  withheld  approval  from  such 
non-military  overseas  construction  as  the  road  proposed  in  connection 
with  the  Wheelus  Air  Force  Base,  the  Ferrypoint  Bridge  in  Bermuda, 
and  waterfront  improvement  in  the  Azores.  These  items  do  not  appear 
to  be  proper  military  construction  projects; 
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1  To  be  derived  by  transfer  from  fiscal  year  1958  annual  appropriations  available  to  the  Department  of  Defense. 
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CHAPTER  III 


SUBCOMMITTEE 


OTTO  E.  PASSMAN,  Louisiana,  Chairman 


J.  VAUGHAN  GARY,  Virginia 
JOHN  J.  ROONEY,  New  York 
HENDERSON  LANHAM,  Georgia 
WILLIAM  H.  NATCHER,  Kentucky 
WINFIELD  K.  DENTON,  Indiana 
HUGH  Q.  ALEXANDER,  North  Carolina 


RICHARD  B.  WIGGLESWORTH 


JOHN  TABER,  New  York 


GERALD  R.  FORD,  Jr.,  Michigan 
EDWARD  T.  MILLER,  Maryland 


Massachusetts 


FOREIGN  OPERATIONS 

Department  of  the  Army,  Civil  Functions 


Administration,  Ryukyu  Islands. — The  Committee  recommends  an 
appropriation  of  $2,410,000  for  this  item  which  is  an  increase  of  $60,000 
over  the  amount  appropriated  for  1957  when  this  item  was  known  as 
“Government  and  Relief  in  Occupied  Areas”.  The  increase  allowed 
is  to  provide  for  the  Civil  Service  retirement  contribution.  The 
amount  recommended  is  $1,465,000  below  the  budget  estimate. 

Construction  of  Power  System,  Ryukyu  Islands. —  The  Committee  has 
disapproved  the  budget  request  of  $9,200,000  for  a  new  electric  power 
plant  for  the  Ryukyu  Islands.  Testimony  disclosed  that  the 
Ryukyuan  economy,  for  the  benefit  of  which  the  plant  is  proposed,  is 
now  using  less  than  40  percent  of  the  output  of  the  existing,  U.  S. 
financed,  permanent  generating  plant. 


Export-Import  Bank 


The  Committee  recommends  that  not  to  exceed  $1,900,000  of  the 
funds  of  the  Export-Import  Bank  of  Washington  shall  be  available 
for  all  administrative  expenses  of  the  bank  for  the  fiscal  year  1958. 
The  amount  allowed  is  a  decrease  of  $80,000  in  the  budget  estimate 
and  is  an  increase  of  $230,000  over  the  amount  provided  for  fiscal 
year  1957  of  which  $97,000  is  for  payment  to  the  Civil  Service  retire¬ 
ment  fund. 
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CHAPTER  IV 


SUBCOMMITTEE 

ALBERT  THOMAS,  Texas,  Chairman 


SIDNEY  R.  YATES,  Illinois 

JOE  L.  EVINS,  Tennessee 

EDWARD  P.  BOLAND,  Massachusetts 


CHARLES  W.  VURSELL,  Illinois 
HAROLD  C.  OSTERTAG,  New  York 
CHARLES  RAPER  JONAS,  North  Carolina 


INDEPENDENT  OFFICES 
Funds  Appropriated  to  the  President 

)  Disaster  relief—  The  bill  contains  $15,000,000  as  recommended  in 
the  budget  estimate  for  assisting  States  and  local  governments  in 
coping  with  major  disasters  under  the  provisions  of  Public  Law  875, 
81st  Congress.  It  is  estimated  that  $33,000,000  will  be  needed  for 
such  assistance  during  1958.  The  amount  in  the  fund  at  the  present 
time  is  $17,400,000  which,  with  the  amount  recommended  by  the 
Committee,  will  bring  the  fund  to  $32,400,000. 

General  Services  Administration 

Operating  expenses,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service—  The  bill 
contains  $30,000,  a  reduction  of  $5,000  in  the  budget  estimate,  for 
microfilming  and  transporting  to  the  Republic  of  the  Philippines  cer¬ 
tain  records  captured  by  the  United  States  forces  from  Philippine  in¬ 
surgents  in  1899-1903.  Such  transfer  was  recently  authorized  in 
Public  Law  85-81. 

Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency 

D  Office  of  the  Administrator. — The  bill  contains  $450,000  for  financ¬ 
ing  the  Voluntary  Home  Mortgage  Credit  Program  in  1958,  a  reduc¬ 
tion  of  $50,000  in  the  budget  estimate.  Appropriations  for  this  pro¬ 
gram  were  not  included  in  the  regular  bill  as  legislation  was  pending 
in  the  Congress  to  continue  the  program  beyond  June  30,  1957.  The 
Housing  Act  of  1957  recently  extended  the  program  until  July  31, 
1959. 

Veterans  Administration 

Soldiers  and  sailors  civil  relief. — The  Committee  has  not  approved 
a  $1,300,000  budget  estimate  for  this  item  for  making  refunds  to  cer¬ 
tain  veterans.  The  Committee  is  of  the  opinion  the  matter  should 
be  properly  considered  by  the  legislative  committees  of  the  Congress 
and  legislative  authorization  for  such  refunds  approved  before  an 
appropriation  is  made. 
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CHAPTER  V 


SUBCOMMITTEE 


MICHAEL  J.  KIRWAN,  Chairman 


W.  F.  NORRELL,  Arkansas 
ALFRED  D.  SIEMINSKI,  New  Jersey 
DON  MAGNUSON,  Washington 


BEN  F.  JENSEN,  Iowa 

IVOR  D.  FENTON,  Pennsylvania 

HAMER  H.  BUDGE,  Idaho 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 


Resources  management. — The  Committee  has  approved  the  request 
for  $118,000  to  assist  the  Indians  of  the  Gila  River  Indian  Reservation 
in  the  payment  of  their  assessments  for  support  of  the  San  Carlos 
irrigation  project,  but  the  Committee  has  provided  that  such  funds 
shall  be  made  available  for  this  purpose  from  appropriations  already 
made  for  resources  management  and/or  other  1958  annual  appropria¬ 
tions.  In  view  of  the  substantial  increase  in  the  1958  appropriations 
for  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  this  additional  expense  can  be  ab¬ 
sorbed  without  seriously  curtailing  other  services. 


INDEPENDENT  OFFICES 


Alaska  International  Rail  and  Highway  Commission. — The  Com¬ 
mittee  has  approved  $60,000  of  the  request  for  $75,000.  This  com¬ 
mission  was  authorized  to  be  established  August  1,  1956,  and  its  final 
report  is  due  August  1,  1958.  A  total  of  $75,000  was  authorized  to 
be  appropriated.  While  it  is  not  to  be  expected  that  a  commission 
such  as  this  would  be  appointed  and  get  into  operation  immediately 
upon  authorization,  there  has  been  the  unusually  long  period  of  one 
year  elapse  in  this  instance.  The  committee  does  not  feel  that  it 
would  be  in  keeping  with  the  intent  of  the  authorizing  act  to  provide 
the  full  amount  of  the  maximum  appropriation  that  was  authorized 
for  the  life  of  the  commission,  when  it  is  only  going  to  operate  for  one 
year. 

Commission  for  a  National  Cultural  Center. — The  Committee  has 
approved  the  request  to  continue  for  one  year  the  availability  of  funds 
appropriated  for  the  same  general  purpose  in  the  Supplemental  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1957. 
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CHAPTER  VI 


SUBCOMMITTEE 

CLARENCE  CANNON,  Missouri,  Chairman 


LOUIS  C.  RABAUT,  Michigan 
MICHAEL  J.  KIRWAN,  Ohio 
JOHN  E.  FOGARTY,  Rhode  Island 
JOHN  J.  RILEY,  South  Carolina 
JOE  L.  EVINS,  Tennessee 
EDWARD  P.  BOLAND,  Massachusetts 
DON  MAGNUSON,  Washington 


BEN  F.  JENSEN,  Iowa 
H.  CARL  ANDERSEN,  Minnesota 
JOHN  TABER,  New  York 
IVOR  D.  FENTON,  Pennsylvania 
HAMER  H.  BUDGE,  Idaho 


PUBLIC  WORKS 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority 

An  appropriation  of  $13,317,000  is  recommended.  This  is  a  reduc¬ 
tion  of  $1,465,000  in  the  budget  estimate  of  $14,782,000. 

Of  the  reduction,  $1,000,000  will  be  compensated  by  estimated 
savings  in  previously  appropriated  funds  which  carry  over  into  the 
fiscal  year  1958.  The  remaining  portion  of  the  reduction  is  allocated 
as  follows : 


Amount 

allowed 

Reduction 

Topographic  mapping.. . . . . . 

$200, 000 

2,  700, 000 
934, 000 
711,000 

$115, 000 
204, 000 
127, 000 

Fertilizer,  agriculture  and  munitions  development _ _ _ 

Watershed  protection  and  improvement _ . . . . . 

Administrative  and  general  expenses . . .  . 

19;  000 

With  the  exception  of  the  topographic  mapping  program,  the  above 
reductions  have  been  made  in  order  to  hold  the  appropriations  for  the 
programs  involved  to  the  1957  level.  The  budget  request  for  topo¬ 
graphic  mapping  is  $315,000,  an  increase  of  $215,000  over  the  1957 
program.  Action  of  the  Committee  on  this  item  provides  a  total  of 
$200,000  or  an  increase  of  $100,000  over  the  1957  appropriation. 

The  Committee  has  allowed  the  full  budget  request  for  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  assets  program  and  for  the  navigation,  flood  control,  and  power 
operations  programs. 

With  respect  to  the  corporate  budget  the  Committee  directs  that 
funds  used  for  sales  promotion  in  the  power  operations  program  be 
limited  to  $500,000  instead  of  $779,000  as  programed  in  the  budget.. 
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CHAPTER  VII 


SUBCOMMITTEE 

JOHN  J.  ROONEY,  New  York,  Chairman 

PRINCE  H.  PRESTON,  Georgia  FREDERIC  R.  COUDERT,  Jr.,  New  York 

ROBERT  L.  F.  SIKES,  Florida  FRANK  T.  BOW,  Ohio 

DON  MAGNUSON,  Washington  CLIFF  CLEVENGER,  Ohio 

DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Eleventh  World  Health  Assembly  of  the  World  Health 

Organization 

There  is  included  in  the  bill  the  sum  of  $290,000  a  reduction  of 
$85,000  in  the  amount  requested  in  the  budget  estimate  for  this  item. 
The  recommended  amount  is  to  enable  the  Department  of  State  to 
cover  additional  expenses  and  make  contributions  to  the  World  Health 
Organization  for  increased  costs  incurred  in  holding  its  eleventh 
assembly  in  this  country  rather  than  at  the  Organization’s  bead- 
quarters  in  Geneva,  Switzerland. 

Contributions  to  International  Organizations 

The  bill  includes  language  permitting  the  payment  of  an  additional 
$5,696  to  the  NATO  Parliamentary  Conference  out  of  funds  previ¬ 
ously  appropriated  for  Contributions  to  International  Organizations, 

International  Fisheries  Commission 

The  Committee  recommends  the  sum  of  $80,000  to  provide  for  the 
United  States  one-half  share  of  expenses  of  a  coordinated  program  for 
the  conservation  of  pink  salmon  stocks  of  common  concern  to  Canada 
and  the  United  States. 

Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural  Activities 

There  is  included  in  the  bill  the  sum  of  $3,525,000,  the  amount  of 
the  budget  estimate  for  this  item  as  contained  in  House  Doc.  No.  198. 
These  funds  are  to  be  used  to  purchase  Israeli  pounds  to  this  extent 
accrued  to  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  through  operation  of 
the  Informational  Media  Guaranty  Program  in  the  State  of  Israel. 
Legislation  authorizing  the  use  of  these  foreign  currencies  for  educa¬ 
tional,  scientific  and  cultural  purposes  was  included  in  the  Mutual 
Security  Act  of  1956.  The  language  recommended  in  the  bill  provides 
that  the  Treasury  Department  shall  determine  the  rates  of  exchange, 
and  that  the  amounts  of  such  purchases  shall  be  covered  into  miscel¬ 
laneous  receipts  of  the  United  States  Treasury. 


37 


38  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1958 

THE  JUDICIARY 

Courts  of  Appeals,  District  Courts,  and  Other  Judicial 

Services 

Salaries  of  referees.—  The  request  for  $11,500  additional  for  salary 
adjustments  is  not  allowed  at  this  time.  The  Committee  is  unani¬ 
mous  in  the  opinion  that  an  item  such  as  this  should  be  a  part  of  the 
regular  annual  appropriation  bill  rather  than  a  supplemental  request. 

Expenses  of  referees.— The  Committee  recommends  $75,000  addi¬ 
tional,  to  be  derived  from  the  referees’  expense  fund,  for  the  salaries 
and  expenses  of  20  additional  temporary  clerks  to  take  care  of  the 
unprecedented  situation  which  has  developed  in  many  districts  due 
to  the  rising  volume  of  bankruptcy  work.  The  Committee  was  ad¬ 
vised  that  under  present  estimates  approximately  82,000  bankruptcy 
cases  will  be  filed  in  the  fiscal  year  1958,  which  is  8,000  cases  more  than 
were  estimated  only  a  few  months  ago. 

FUNDS  APPROPRIATED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 
President’s  Special  International  Program 

The  sum  of  $2,200,000,  the  amount  of  the  budget  estimate,  is  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  bill  to  provide  funds  for  a  United  States  trade  fair 
exhibit  of  American  life  and  industry  in  Gorki  Park,  Moscow  in  the 
summer  of  1958. 

It  is  expected  that  eveiy  effort  will  be  made  to  obtain  the  coopera¬ 
tion  of  American  business  companies  in  this  trade  fair  exhibit,  includ¬ 
ing  those  companies  which  refused  to  participate  in  the  recent  Poznan 
Fair,  behind  the  Iron  Curtain. 
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Language  included. 


CHAPTER  VIII 


SUBCOMMITTEE 


J.  VAUGHAN  GARY,  Virginia,  Chairman 


OTTO  E.  PASSMAN,  Louisiana 
ALFRED  D.  SIEMINSKI,  New  Jersey 
TOM  STEED,  Oklahoma 


GORDON  CANFIELD,  New  Jersey 
EARL  WILSON,  Indiana 
BENJAMIN  F.  JAMES,  Pennsylvania 


TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 


House  Report  No.  68,  85tli  Congress,  dated  February  15,  1957,  con¬ 
tained  on  page  4  a  directive  to  the  effect  that  the  perennial  “studying” 
of  the  problem  of  economies  in  disbursing  functions  be  concluded  and 
reported  to  the  Committee  by  June  30,  1957.  The  report  further 
directed  that  each  participating  agency  report  separately  in  the  event 
general  agreement  could  not  be  reached. 

Senate  Report  No.  416,  85th  Congress,  dated  June  7,  1957,  reported 
savings  which  were  understood  to  have  been  made  in  one  test  case, 
and  reiterated  the  request  for  a  report  by  June  30,  1957. 

No  report  has  been  received. 

Section  4  of  Executive  Order  6166,  dated  June  10,  1933,  provided 
authority  for  the  delegation  of  the  disbursing  function  “according  as 
the  interests  of  efficiency  and  economy  may  require.” 

The  President,  in  his  State  of  the  Union  message  this  year  said : 

Through  the  next  four  years,  I  shall  continue  to  insist  that 
the  executive  departments  and  agencies  of  Government 
search  out  additional  ways  to  save  money  and  manpower. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  said,  on  January  23,  1957: 

From  your  point  of  view,  Mr.  Chairman,  and  the  point  of 
view  of  all  you  gentlemen  here,  I  think  you  can  make  a  very 
substantial  contribution.  *  *  *  If  you  approach  this  in  the 
same  way  that  it  has  been  prepared,  you  may  very  well  in  your 
efforts  turn  up  places  here  and  there  where  some  economies 
can  be  effected.  *  *  * 

The  Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary’s  statement,  on  January  28,  1957, 
epitomizes  the  situation  which  has  existed  ever  since  the  original 
working  group  report  of  1952,  to  wit: 

We  (the  Treasury  Department)  can’t  get  anybody  to  agree 
with  us,  sir. 

The  Committee  is  in  possession  of  correspondence  indicating  the 
nature  and  extent  of  savings  as  in  the  magnitude  of  $2,000,000,  or 
nearly  12  percent  of  the  present  appropriation  to  the  Division  of  Dis¬ 
bursement.  As  an  illustration,  under  date  of  March  21,  1957,  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Board,  the  first  test  case  in  the  decentralization 
studies,  advised  the  current  study  group  as  follows: 
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Our  experience,  to  date,  in  writing  (annuity)  checks  shows 
we  have  reduced  costs,  improved  service  to  railroad  em¬ 
ployees,  and  opened  broad  areas  for  planning  further 
improvements  in  the  Board’s  operations. 

*  *  *  our  cost  for  the  current  fiscal  year’s  work  is  about 
$171,000  less  than  it  would  have  been  under  *  *  *  the 
Treasury  Division  of  Disbursement  *  *  *. 

The  continuation  of,  and  interminable  delay  in,  studying  and  reviewing 
this  subject  is  intolerable. 

Here  is  a  function,  the  delegation  of  which  has  proven  to  be  in  "the 
interests  of  efficiency  and  economy.” 

Here  have  been  searched  out,  and  repeatedly  pointed  out,  “addi¬ 
tional  ways  to  save  money  and  manpower.” 

Here  have  been  turned  up  “places  *  *  *  where  some  economies 
can  be  effected.” 

In  the  absence  of  action  by  the  Executive  Branch,  the  Committee 
is  using  this  vehicle  to  inform  the  Treasury  Department  that  in  the 
event  a  report  to  the  contrary  is  not  received,  it  will  consider  only 
estimates  for  the  fiscal  year  1959  which  contemplate  the  dispersal  of 
large-scale  repetitive  payments  to  the  Departments  and  agencies 
concerned. 

Coast  Guard 

ACQUISITION,  CONSTRUCTION,  AND  IMPROVEMENT 

The  Committee  recommends  appropriation  of  the  supplemental 
estimate  of  $8,100,000  as  requested  in  House  Document  Numbered 
198.  This  amount  corresponds  to  the  $8,205,000  eliminated  by  the 
Committee  and  Congress  in  considering  the  regular  annual  appro¬ 
priation  for  1958  for  the  lack,  at  that  time,  of  a  requested  report  on 
the  Coast  Guard  aircraft  situation,  and  the  then  lack  of  detailed  sup¬ 
port  as  to  make  and  model  of  aircraft  proposed  to  be  procured. 
The  report,  and  justifications  as  to  make  and  model,  have  now  been 
received.  Approval  of  the  pending  request  is  as  to  procurement  of 
long  range  land  based  aircraft  for  the  replacement  of  presently  over-age 
craft,  and  does  not  constitute  a  position  with  respect  to  the  overall 
Coast  Guard  aircraft  recommendations  which  will  be  considered  at 
greater  length  in  connection  with  the  1959  regular  annual  estimates. 
At  the  same  time,  the  Committee  will  rely  on  the  testimony  of  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  Kendall  to  the  effect  that  the  replacement  program  will 
go  forward,  and  that  the  presently  recommended  appropriation  will 
not  swell  the  coffers  of  impounded  funds  for  the  sake  of  Administration 
“economy”  at  the  possible  expense  of  safety. 
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CHAPTER  IX 


SUBCOMMITTEE 

LOUIS  C.  RABAUT,  Michigan,  Chairman 

OTTO  E.  PASSMAN,  Louisiana  EARL  WILSON,  Indiana 

WILLIAM  H.  NATCIIER,  Kentucky  BENJAMIN  F.  JAMES,  Pennsylvania 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

Operating  Expenses 

Compensation  and  retirement  fund  expenses. — The  District  of  Colum- 
)ia,  by  Civil  Service  Commission  determination,  is  liable  for  6 %  per¬ 
cent  of  total  payroll  costs  as  its  contribution  to  the  Civil  Service 
Retirement  Fund  from  October  1,  1956,  the  effective  date  of  Public 
Law  854  of  the  84th  Congress.  As  a  result,  the  District  of  Columbia 
requested  $1,033,000,  the  difference  between  the  revised  liability  for 
the  fiscal  year  1957  and  the  amount  of  funds  provided  for  this  purpose 
in  the  fiscal  year  1957  District  of  Columbia  Appropriation  Act.  How¬ 
ever,  in  view  of  the  date  of  submission  of  the  estimate  on  June  18,  the 
Committee  had  the  Budget  Office  of  the  District  review  its  require¬ 
ments  and  has  on  file  a  letter  dated  July  9,  advising  that  the  estimate 
could  be  reduced  by  $53,000.  The  Committee  recommends  the  re¬ 
vised  estimate  of  $980,000. 

Office  of  Corporation  Counsel. — The  Committee  recommends  an 
appropriation  of  $40,000,  a  reduction  of  $15,000  in  the  budget  estimate, 
to  enable  the  Office  to  carry  out  a  newly-assigned  function  as  a  result 
of  passage  of  Public  Law  94,  approved  July  1 0,  1957,  which  provides 
for  the  reciprocal  enforcement  of  legislation  relating  to  the  obligation 
of  parents,  particularly  fathers,  to  support  their  families. 

Courts— An  appropriation  of  $73,000,  a  reduction  of  $25,000  in  the 
budget  estimate,  is  approved  for  this  branch  of  the  District  Govern¬ 
ment  to  carry  out  its  duties  as  a  result  of  passage  of  Public  Law  94. 
this  estimate  is  related  to  the  request  for  the  Office  of  Corporation 
Counsel  noted  above. 

Department  of  Licenses  and  Inspections. — The  Committee  has  dis¬ 
approved  the  estimate  of  $10,000  to  enable  the  Department  to  enforce 
the  provisions  of  Public  Law  87,  approved  July  10,  1957,  the  Char¬ 
itable  Solicitation  Act.  The  estimate  is  for  the  fourth  quarter  of  the 
fiscal  year  and  the  Committee  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  item  can  be 
considered  in  connection  with  the  1959  Budget  and  that  the  slight 
delay  of  three  months  will  not  adversely  affect  the  initiation  of  admin¬ 
istration  of  the  Act. 

National  Zoological  Park. — The  Committee  approves  the  budget 
estimate  of  $49,000  for  the  cost  of  converting  Animal  Keeper  positions 
from  GS  grades  to  wage-board  classifications. 
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Capital  Outlay 

Public  Building  Construction. — The  Committee  recommends  an 
appropriation  of  $2,421,000  for  the  construction  of  four  elementary 
school  additions.  Included  in  the  Committee  reduction  of  $310,000  is 
a  voluntary  reduction  by  the  District  of  $118,500,  the  elimination  of 
the  funds  requested  for  furniture  and  equipment  due  to  the  antici¬ 
pated  date  of  completion  of  the  projects,  and  a  reduction  of  $110,000 
in  the  cost  of  the  site  for  the  Bryan  Elementary  School  Addition. 

Miscellaneous 

The  Committee  recommends  the  budget  estimates  totaling  $142,105 
for  the  payment  of  Claims  and  Suits,  Judgments,  and  Audited  Claims. 
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CHAPTER  X 


SUBCOMMITTEE 

W.  F.  NORRELL,  Arkansas,  Chairman 

MICHAEL  J.  KIRWAN,  Ohio  WALT  HORAN,  Washington 

JOHN  J.  ROONEY,  New  York  FRANK  T.  BOW,  Ohio 

LEGISLATIVE  BRANCH 

This  chapter  carries  funds  for  the  usual  gratuity  payment  to  the 
benefieiary  of  a  deceased  member  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

In  addition,  a  supplemental  item  for  general  expenses  of  the  Capitol 
Police  Force  is  included  to  permit  publication,  as  required  by  law,  of 
police  regulations  currently  under  revision.  Funds  for  this  purpose 
were  included  in  the  1957  bill  but  were  not  so  used  because  the  regu¬ 
lations  were  not  ready.  Any  portion  of  the  sum  not  required  will 
revert. 
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Comparative  statement  oj  budget  estimates  and  amounts  recommended  in  the  bill 
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SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  195  8 
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CHAPTER  XI 

CLAIMS,  AUDITED  CLAIMS,  AND  JUDGMENTS 

The  Committee  recommends  the  full  amount  of  $1,881,967  con¬ 
tained  in  the  House  Document  Numbered  213  to  cover  claims  for  dam¬ 
ages,  audited  claims,  and  judgments  rendered  against  the  United 
States.  Of  this  amount,  $479,580  represents  judgments  of  the  Court 
of  Claims  and  the  United  States  district  courts.  The  amount  pro¬ 
vided  for  claims  is  $1,402,387. 

In  addition,  the  Committee  recommends  the  appropriation  of 
$222,120  which  was  contained  in  Senate  Document  numbered  38  and 
deleted  during  the  consideration  of  the  Third  Supplemental  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1957. 
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CHAPTER  XII 
GENERAL  PROVISION 

The  bill  includes  Section  1201,  a  general  provision  making  / 
limited  revision  of  that  part  of  Section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes, 
as  amended,  which  relates  to  making  of  apportionments  of  appropria¬ 
tions. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  revision  is  to  make  applicable  to  the 
head  of  the  agency  requesting  or  recommending  an  apportionment 
those  provisions  of  the  law  precluding  apportionment  or  reapportion¬ 
ment  on  a  basis  indicating  necessity  for  a  deficiency  or  supplemental 
appropriations  unless  within  exceptions  expressly  set  out  in  the  law. 
Presently,  only  the  officer  approving  the  apportionment — the  Director 
of  the  Budget — is  subject  to  such  prohibition.  But  he  is  not  directly 
in  charge  of  administration  of  the  funds;  he  does  not  personally  justify 
the  budget  program  before  the  committees;  he  is  not  directly  account¬ 
able  to  the  committees  for  stewardship  of  fimds  allocated  to  his 
administration.  These  responsibilities  devolve  upon  the  agency 
head. 

Experience  indicates  need  for  this  amendment  so  as  to  place  directly 
on  the  agency  administering  the  funds  the  force  of  the  prohibition 
against  opex-ating  on  a  deficiency  apportionment  basis. 
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SUBCOMMITTEE 


GEORGE  W.  ANDREWS,  Alabama,  Chairman 


HARRY  R.  SHEPPARD,  California 


J.  VAUGHAN  GARY,  Virginia 
LOUIS  C.  RABAUT,  Michigan 
TOHN  F.  SHELLEY,  California 


GEORGE  H.  MAHON,  Texas 


IVOR  D.  FENTON,  Pennsylvania 
FREDERIC  R.  COUDERT,  .Tr„  New  York 
EARL  WILSON,  Indiana 
BENJAMIN  F.  JAMES,  Pennsylvania 


J 


GENERAL  GOVERNMENT  MATTERS  APPROPRIATION 

ACT,  1958 

The  Committee  considered  a  request,  in  H.  Doc.  No.  198  for 
language  exempting  from  the  price  limitation  on  automobile  procure¬ 
ment  the  cost  of  special  features  or  auxiliary  equipment  required  for 
carrying  out  “investigative,  law  enforcement,  or  intelligence  activi¬ 


ties.” 


The  accompanying  bill  does  not  contain  the  requested  provision  lor 
several  reasons.  One,  police-type  radio  equipment,  and  all  auto 
equipment  required  solely  for  the  use  of  such  radio,  is  already  outside 
of  the  limitation  (the  Committee  is  in  receipt  of  a  letter  from  the 
Comptroller  General,  dated  July  2G,  1957,  making  this  point  abun¬ 
dantly  clear).  Secondly,  although  the  requested  language  contained 
a  phrase  “in  accordance  with  standards  prescribed  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  of  General  Services”,  the  standards  which  were  proposed 
related  to  the  vehicle  and  offered  no  effective  criteria  as  to  necessity 
for  end  use.  Finally,  there  would  appear  to  be  room  within  the 
resent  price  ceiling  ($1,500)  to  accommodate  nearly  all  of  the  special 
matures  desired,  especially  considering  that  all  equipment  associated 
solely  with  police-type  radio  is  outside  the  limitation. 
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54  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1958 

Limitations  and  Legislative  Provisions 

The  following  limitations  and  legislative  provisions  not  heretofore 
carried  in  connection  with  any  appropriation  bill  are  recommended: 

On  page  2,  beginning  on  line  13,  in  connection  with  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Administration : 

Provided  further,  That  beginning  on  June  80,  1965,  and  not 
later  than  June  30  of  each  year  thereafter,  the  Administrator  of 
the  Civil  Aeronautics  Administration  shall  pay  from  income 
derived  from  operation  of  the  airport  an  amount  which  will  re¬ 
pay  to  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  the  full  capital  invest¬ 
ment  from  Federal  appropriations  in  a  period  of  35  years. 

On  page  3,  beginning  on  line  16,  in  connection  with  Department  of 
Defense : 

Provided,  That  within  thirty  days  after  the  end  of  each  quarter 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  render  to  the  Committees  on  Ap-  > 
propriations  of  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives  a  \ 
full  report  of  the  transfers  made  pursuant  to  this  authority. 

On  page  9,  beginning  on  line  19,  in  connection  with  Department  of 
Defense: 

Sec.  211.  None  of  the  funds  appropriated  in  this  chapter 
may  be  used  to  begin  construction  on  new  bases  for  which  spe¬ 
cific  appropriations  have  not  been  made. 

On  page  17,  beginning  on  line  11,  in  connection  with  Contributions 
to  International  Organizations: 

Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  2  of  Public  Law 
689,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  an  additional  contribution  of 
$5,696  to  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty  Organization  Parliamentary 
Conference  is  authorized  out  of  funds  previously  appropriated 
for  “ Contributions  to  International  Organizations”. 


SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1958  55 

COMPLIANCE  WITH  CLAUSE  3,  RULE  XIII 
The  following  is  submitted  in  compliance  with  clause  3,  Rule  XIII: 

PENDING  BILL  EXISTING  LAW 


On  page  23,  Chapter  XII, 
beginning  at  line  14: 

Sec.  1201.  Subsection  ( e )  ( 1 )  of 
section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes, 
as  amended  (31  U.  S.  C.  665),  is 
hereby  further  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

“(e)  (1)  No  apportionment  or 
reapportionment,  or  request  therefor 
by  the  head  of  an  agency,  which,  in 
the  judgment  of  the  officer  making 
or  the  agency  head  requesting  such 
apportionment  or  reapportionment, 
would  indicate  a  necessity  for  a 
deficiency  or  supplemental  estimate 
shall  be  made  except  upon  a  deter¬ 
mination  by  such  officer  or  agency 
head,  as  the  case  may  be,  that  such 
action  is  required  because  of  (A) 
any  laws  enacted  subsequent  to  the 
transmission  to  the  Congress  of  the 
estimates  for  an  appropriation 
which  require  expenditures  beyond 
administrative  control;  or  ( B )  emer¬ 
gencies  involving  the  safety  of  human 
life,  the  protection  of  property,  or 
the  immediate  welfare  of  individuals 
in  cases  where  an  appropriation  has 
been  made  to  enable  the  United 
States  to  make  payment  of,  or  con¬ 
tributions  toward,  sums  which  are 
required  to  be  paid  to  individuals 
either  in  specific  amounts  fixed  by 
law  or  in  accordance  with  formulae 
prescribed  by  law.” 


Subsection  (e)  (1),  Section  3679 
of  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended 
(31  U.  S.  C.  665): 

(e)  (1)  No  apportionment  or 
reapportionment  which,  in  the 
judgment  of  the  officer  making 
such  apportionment  or  reappor¬ 
tionment,  would  indicate  a  neces¬ 
sity  for  a  deficiency  or  supple¬ 
mental  estimate  shall  be  made 
except  upon  a  determination  by 
such  officer  that  such  action  is 
required  because  of  (A)  any  laws 
enacted  subsequent  to  the  trans¬ 
mission  to  the  Congress  of  the 
estimates  for  an  appropriation 
which  require  expenditures  beyond 
administrative  control;  or  (B) 
emergencies  involving  the  safety 
of  human  life,  the  protection  of 
property,  or  the  immediate  welfare 
of  individuals  in  cases  where  an 
appropriation  has  been  made  to 
enable  the  United  States  to  make 
payment  of,  or  contributions 
toward,  sums  which  are  required 
to  be  paid  to  individuals  either  in 
specific  amounts  fixed  by  law  ox- 
in  accordance  with  formulae  pi-e- 
sci’ibed  by  law. 
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85th  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


Union  Calendar  No.  399 

H.  R.  9131 

[Report  No.  1009] 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OE  REPRESENTATIVES 

August  6, 1957 

Mr.  Cannon  introduced  the  following  bill;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations 

August  6, 1957 

Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union 

and  ordered  to  be  printed 


A  BILL 

Making  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1958,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  the  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money 

4  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  supply  regu- 

5  lar  and  supplemental  appropriations  (this  Act  may  he  cited 

6  as  the  “Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1958”)  for  the 

* 

7  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1958,  and  for  other  purposes, 

8  namely : 

I 
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2 
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4 

5 

6 
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13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 


2 


CHAPTER  I 

DEPARTMENT  OE  COMMERCE 
Civil  Aeronautics  Administration 

CONSTRUCTION  AND  DEVELOPMENT, 

ADDITIONAL  WASHINGTON  ATRPORT 
For  necessary  expenses  for  the  construction  and  develop¬ 
ment  of  a  public  airport  in  the  vicinity  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  September  7,  1950 
(64  Stat.  770),  including  acquisition  of  land,  $12,500,000, 
to  remain  available  until  expended:  Provided,  That  not  to 
exceed  a  total  of  $250,000  may  be  advanced  to  the  appli¬ 
cable  appropriations  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Administra¬ 
tion  for  necessary  administrative  expenses:  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  beginning  on  June  30,  1965,  and  not  later  than 
June  30  of  each  year  thereafter,  the  Administrator  of  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Administration  shall  pay  from  income 
derived  from  operation  of  the  airport  an  amount  which  will 
repay  to  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  the  full  capital 
investment  from  Federal  appropriations  in  a  period  of 
thirty-five  years. 
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CHAPTER  II 

DEPARTMENT  OE  DEFENSE— MILITARY 

FUNCTIONS 

Interservice  Activities 

LORAN  STATIONS 

For  construction  of  additional  loran  stations  by  the 
Coast  Guard,  to  remain  available  until  expended,  $5,500,000, 
which  shall  be  transferred  on  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  to  the  appropriation,  “Acquisition,  construction,  and 
improvements”,  Coast  Guard. 

UNITED  STATES  SCIENTIFIC  SATELLITE 
For  necessary  expenses  for  the  United  States  Scientific 
Satellite,  $34,200,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  such 
annual  appropriations  available  to  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
to  remain  available  until  expended:  Provided,  That  within 
thirty  days  after  the  end  of  each  quarter  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  shall  render  to  the  Committees  on  Appropriations 
of  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives  a  full  report 
of  the  transfers  made  pursuant  to  this  authority. 
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Department  of  the  Army 

MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION,  ARMY 
For  acquisition,  construction,  installation,  and  equipment 
of  temporary  or  permanent  public  works,  military  instal¬ 
lations,  and  facilities  for  the  Army  as  authorized  by  sections 
102  and  505  of  the  Act  of  September  28,  1951  (Public  Law 
155) ,  by  section  102  of  the  Act  of  July  14,  1952  (Public 
Law  534) ,  the  Act  of  August  7,  1953  (Public  Law  209) , 
the  Act  of  July  27,  1954  (Public  Law  534) ,  the  Act  of  Sep¬ 
tember  1,  1954  (Public  Law  765) ,  the  Act  of  July  15,  1955 
(Public  Law  161),  the  Act  of  August  3,  1956  (Public 
Law  968) ,  and  the  additional  projects  as  may  be  authorized 
by  law  during  the  first  session  of  the  Eighty-fifth  Congress, 
without  regard  to  section  4774  (d)  of  title  10,  United  States 
Code,  and  section  3734,  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  to 
remain  available  until  expended,  $305,000,000. 

MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION,  ARMY  RESERVE  FORCES 
For  construction,  acquisition,  expansion,  rehabilitation 
and  conversion  of  facilities  for  the  training  and  administra¬ 
tion  of  the  reserve  components,  including  contributions  there¬ 
for,  as  authorized  by  sections  2231-2238  of  title  10,  United 
States  Code,  without  regard  to  section  4774  (d)  of  title  10, 
United  States  Code,  and  section  3734,  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended,  and  land  and  interests  therein  may  be  acquired 
and  construction  prosecuted  thereon  prior  to  the  approval 


1 


of  title  by  the  Attorney  General  as  required  by  section  355 

2  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended;  and  hire  of  passenger 

3  motor  vehicles;  $46,000,000,  to  remain  available  until 

4  expended. 

5  Department  of  the  Navy 

6  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION,  NAVY 

7  For  acquisition,  construction,  installation,  and  equip- 

8  ment  of  temporary  or  permanent  public  works,  naval  in- 

9  stallations,  and  facilities  for  the  Navy  as  authorized  by 

10  section  505  of  the  Act  of  September  28,  1951  (Public  Law 

11  155),  the  Act  of  August  7,  1953  (Public  Law  209),  the 

12  Act  of  July  27,  1954  (Public  Law  534) ,  the  Act  of  Sep- 

13  tember  1,  1954  (Public  Law  765),  the  Act  of  July  15, 

14  1955  (Public  Law  161) ,  the  Act  of  August  3,  1956  (Pub- 

15  lie  Law  968),  and  the  additional  projects  as  may  be  au- 

16  thorized  by  law  during  the  first  session  of  the  Eighty-fifth 

17  Congress,  without  regard  to  section  3734,  Revised  Statutes, 
48  as  amended,  including  personnel  in  the  Bureau  of  Yards  and 

19  Docks  and  other  personal  services  necessary  for  the  purposes 

20  of  this  appropriation,  to  remain  available  until  expended, 

21  $265,000,000. 

22  Department  of  the  Air  Force 

23  military  construction,  air  force 

24  For  acquisition,  construction,  installation,  and  equipment 

25  of  temporary  or  permanent  public  works,  military  installa- 
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tions,  and  facilities  for  the  Air  Force  as  authorized  by  sec¬ 
tions  2231-2238  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  by  section 
505  of  the  Act  of  September  28,  1951  (Public  Law  155), 
by  section  302  of  the  Act  of  July  14,  1952  (Public  Law 
534),  the  Act  of  August  7,  1953  (Public  Law  209),  the 
Act  of  April  1,  1954  (Public  Law  325),  the  Act  of  July 
27,  1954  (Public  Law  534) ,  the  Act  of  September  1,  1954 
(Public  Law  765),  the  Act  of  July  15,  1955  (Public  Law 
161),  the  Act  of  August  3,  1956  (Public  Law  968),  and 
the  additional  projects  as  may  be  authorized  by  law  dur¬ 
ing  the  first  session  of  the  Eighty-fifth  Congress,  without 
regard  to  section  9774  (d)  of  title  10,  United  States  Code, 
and  section  3734  Revised  Statutes  as  amended,  to  remain 
available  until  expended,  $900,000,000. 

General  Provisions 

Sec.  201.  Funds  appropriated  to  the  military  depart¬ 
ments  for  construction  in  prior  years  are  hereby  made  avail¬ 
able  for  construction  authorized  for  each  such  department 
by  the  authorizations  enacted  into  law  during  the  first  session 
of  the  Eighty-fifth  Congress. 

Sec.  202.  None  of  the  funds  appropriated  in  this  chapter 
shall  be  expended  for  payments  under  a  cost-plus-a-fixed-fee 
contract  for  work  where  cost  estimates  exceed  $25,000  to 
be  performed  within  the  continental  United  States  without 
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1  the  specific  approval  in  writing  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense 

2  setting  forth  the  reasons  therefor. 

3  Sec.  203.  None  of  the  funds  appropriated  in  this  chapter 

4  shall  be  expended  for  additional  costs  involved  in  expedit- 

5  ing  construction  unless  the  Secretary  of  Defense  certifies 

6  such  costs  to  be  necesary  to  protect  the  national  interest  and 

7  establishes  a  reasonable  completion  date  for  each  project, 

8  taking  into  consideration  the  urgency  of  the  requirement,  the 

9  type  and  location  of  the  project,  the  climatic  and  seasonal 

10  conditions  affecting  the  construction  and  the  application  of 

11  economical  construction  practices. 

12  Sec.  204.  None  of  the  funds  appropriated  in  this  chapter 

13  shall  he  used  for  the  construction,  replacement,  or  reactiva- 

14  tion  of  any  bakery,  laundry,  or  dry-cleaning  facility  in  the 

15  United  States,  its  Territories  or  possessions,  as  to  which  the 

10  Secretary  of  Defense  does  not  certify,  in  writing,  giving  his 

17  reasons  therefor,  that  the  services  to  he  furnished  by  such 

18  facilities  are  not  obtainable  from  commercial  sources  at 

19  reasonable  rates. 

20  Hec.  205.  Funds  appropriated  to  the  military  depart- 

21  ments  for  construction  are  hereby  made  available  for  advance 

22  planning,  construction  design  and  architectural  services,  as 

23  authorized  by  section  504  of  the  Act  of  September  28,  1951, 
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as  amended  (G9  Stat.  352) ,  and  for  hire  of  passenger  motor 
vehicles. 

Sec.  206.  Appropriations  to  the  military  departments 
for  construction  may  be  charged  for  the  cost  of  administra¬ 
tion,  supervision  and  inspection  of  family  housing  authorized 
pursuant  to  title  IV  of  the  Act  of  August  11,  1955  (Public 
Law  345),  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  three  and  one-half 
per  centum  of  the  cost  of  each  such  project:  Provided, 
That  such  appropriations  shall  he  reimbursed  from  the 
proceeds  of  any  mortgage  executed  on  each  such  project. 

Sec.  207.  Any  limitations  contained  in  the  Department 
of  Defense  Appropriation  Act,  1958,  on  the  unit  cost  of 
construction  of  family  quarters  shall  not  be  applicable  to 
forty-seven  units  of  family  quarters  at  the  United  States 
Air  Force  Academy,  the  individual  cost  of  which  shall  not 
exceed  the  following  limitations:  $75,000  on  one  unit  for 
the  superintendent;  $50,000  on  two  units  for  the  deans; 
and  $30,000  on  forty-four  units  for  department  heads. 

Sec.  208.  Funds  appropriated  to  the  military  depart¬ 
ments  for  construction  may  be  used  for  advances  to  the 
Bureau  of  Public  Loads,  Department  of  Commerce,  for  the 
purposes  of  section  6  of  the  Defense  Highway  Act  of  1941 


9 


1  (55  Stat.  765) ,  as  amended,  and  section  12  of  the  Federal- 

2  Aid  Highway  Act  of  1950  (64  Stat.  785),  as  amended, 

3  when  projects  authorized  therein  are  certified  as  important 

4  to  the  national  defense  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 

5  Sec.  209.  The  family  unit  costs  for  family  housing 

6  including  land  authorized  to  he  purchased  by  section  103 

7  of  IT.  R.  8240,  Eighty-fifth  Congress,  may  exceed  by  not 

8  more  than  15  per  centum  the  respective  limitations  on  such 

9  costs  contained  in  the  Department  of  Defense  Appropriation 

10  Act  for  1958. 

11  Sec.  210.  Any  limitations  contained  in  the  Department 

12  of  Defense  Appropriation  Act,  1958,  on  the  unit  cost  of 

13  the  construction  of  family  quarters  shall  not  be  applicable 

14  to  such  units  constructed  in  Canada,  Alaska,  and  the  Aleutian 

15  Islands.  The  average  per  unit  cost  of  all  family  quarters  con- 

16  structed  in  Canada,  Alaska,  and  the  Aleutian  Islands  shall 

17  not  exceed  $32,000,  and  in  no  event  shall  the  individual  cost 

18  exceed  $40,000. 

19  Sec.  211.  None  of  the  funds  appropriated  in  this  chap- 

20  ter  may  be  used  to  begin  construction  on  new  bases  for 

21  which  specific  appropriations  have  not  been  made. 

H.  R.  9131 - 2 
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CHAPTER  III 

DEPARTMENT  OE  DEFENSE— CIVIL  FUNCTIONS 
Department  of  the  Aemy 

ADMINISTRATION,  RYUKYIJ  ISLANDS 
For  expenses,  not  otherwise  provided  for,  necessary  to 
meet  the  responsibilities  and  obligations  of  the  United  States 
in  connection  with  the  government  of  the  Ryukyu  Islands, 
including,  subject  to  such  authorizations  and  limitations  as 
may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  tuition, 
travel  expenses,  and  fees  incident  to  instruction  in  the  United 
States  or  elsewhere  of  such  persons  as  may  he  required  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  appropriation;  travel  ex¬ 
penses  and  transportation;  services  as  authorized  by  section 
15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) ,  at  rates 
not  in  excess  of  $50  per  diem  for  individuals  not  to  exceed 
ten  in  number;  translation  rights,  photographic  work,  edu¬ 
cational  exhibits,  and  dissemination  of  information,  including 
preview  and  review  expenses  incident  thereto;  hire  of  pas¬ 
senger  motor  vehicles  and  aircraft ;  purchase  of  four  passenger 
motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only ;  repair  and  maintenance 
of  buildings,  utilities,  facilities,  and  appurtenances;  and  such 
supplies,  commodities,  and  equipment  as  may  he  essential 
to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation;  $2,410,000, 
of  which  not  to  exceed  $1,340,000  shall  be  available  for  ad¬ 
ministrative  and  information  and  education  expenses:  Pro- 
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1  vided,  That  the  general  provisions  of  the  Appropriation  Act 

2  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  the  military  functions  of  the 

3  Department  of  the  Army  shall  apply  to  expenditures  made 

4  from  this  appropriation :  Provided  further,  That  expenditures 

5  from  this  appropriation  may  he  made  outside  continental 

6  United  States  when  necessary  to  carry  out  its  purposes,  with- 

7  out  regard  to  sections  355,  1136,  3648,  and  3734,  Revised 

8  Statutes,  as  amended,  civil  service  or  classification  laws,  or 

9  provisions  of  law  prohibiting  payment  of  any  person  not  a 

10  citizen  of  the  United  States:  Provided  further,  That  expendi- 

11  tures  may  be  made  hereunder  for  the  purposes  of  economic 

12  rehabilitation  in  the  Ryukyu  Islands  in  such  manner  as  to 

13  be  consistent  with  the  general  objectives  of  titles  II  and  III 

14  of  the  Mutual  Security  Act  of  1954,  and  in  the  manner 

15  authorized  by  sections  505  (a)  and  522  (e)  thereof:  Pro- 

16  vided  further,  That  funds  appropriated  hereunder  may  be 

17  used,  insofar  as  practicable,  and  under  such  rules  and  regu- 

18  lations  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army 

19  to  pay  ocean  transportation  charges  from  United  States 

20  ports,  including  Territorial  ports,  to  ports  in  the  Ryukus  for 

21  the  movement  of  supplies  donated  to,  or  purchased  by, 

22  United  States  voluntary  nonprofit  relief  agencies  registered 

23  with  and  recommended  by  the  Advisory  Committee  on 

24  Voluntary  Foreign  Aid  or  of  relief  packages  consigned  to 

25  individuals  residing  in  such  areas:  Provided,  further,  That 
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under  the  rules  and  regulations  to  be  prescribed,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Army  shall  fix  and  pay  a  uniform  rate  per  pound 
for  the  ocean  transportation  of  all  relief  packages  of  food 
or  other  general  classification  of  commodities  shipped  to  the 
Ryukyus  regardless  of  methods  of  shipment  and  higher  rates 
charged  by  particular  agencies  of  transportation,  but  this 
proviso  shall  not  apply  to  shipments  made  by  individuals  to 
individuals :  Provided  further,  That  the  President  may  trans¬ 
fer  to  any  other  department  or  agency  any  function  or  func¬ 
tions  provided  for  under  this  appropriation,  and  there  shall 
be  transferred  to  any  such  department  or  agency  without 
reimbursement  and  without  regard  to  the  appropriation  from 
which  procured,  such  property  as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  shall  determine  to  relate  primarily  to  any 
function  or  functions  so  transferred. 

CORPORATION 

The  following  corporation  is  hereby  authorized  to  make 
such  expenditures  within  the  limits  of  funds  and  borrowing 
authority  available  to  such  corporation,  and  in  accord  with 
law,  and  to  make  such  contracts  and  commitments  without 
regard  to  fiscal  year  limitations  as  provided  by  section  104 
of  the  Government  Corporation  Control  Act,  as  amended,  as 
may  be  necessary  in  carrying  out  the  programs  set  forth  in 
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the  budget  for  the  fiscal  year  1958  for  such  corporation, 

r  •.*••*  I*  -  * 

except  as  hereinafter  provided: 

Administrative  Expenses,  Export-Import  Bank  of 
Washington  (Limitation) 

Not  to  exceed  $1,900,000  (to  be  computed  on  an  ac¬ 
crual  basis)  of  the  funds  of  the  Export-Import  Bank  of 
Washington  shall  be  available  during  the  current  fiscal  year 
for  all  administrative  expenses  of  the  bank,  including  serv¬ 
ices  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2, 
1946  (5  U.  S.  O.  55a)  at  rates  not  to  exceed  $50  per  diem 
for  individuals,  and  not  to  exceed  $9,000  for  entertainment 
allowances  for  members  of  the  Board  of  Directors  when  spe- 
cificially  authorized  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Board :  Provided, 
That  necessary  expenses  (including  special  services  per¬ 
formed  on  a  contract  or  fee  basis,  but  not  including  other 
personal  services,  and  fees  or  dues  to  international  organi¬ 
zations  of  credit  institutions  engaged  in  financing  foreign 
trade)  in  connection  with  the  acquisition,  operation,  main¬ 
tenance,  improvement,  or  disposition  of  any  real  or  personal 
property  belonging  to  the  bank  or  in  which  it  has  an  interest, 
including  expenses  of  collections  of  pledged  collateral,  or  the 
investigation  or  appraisal  of  any  property  in  respect  to 
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1  which  an  application  for  a  loan  has  been  made,  shall  be  con- 

2  sidered  as  nonadministrative  expenses  for  the  purposes  hereof. 

3  CHAPTER  IV 

4  INDEPENDENT  OFFICES 

5  Funds  Appropriated  to  the  President 

6  DISASTER  RELIEF 

7  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Disaster  relief”,  $15,- 

8  000,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended :  Provided ,  That 

9  not  to  exceed  3  per  centum  of  the  foregoing  amount  shall 

10  he  available  for  administrative  expenses. 

11  General  Services  Administration 

12  OPERATING  EXPENSES,  NATIONAL  ARCHIVES  AND  RECORDS 

2  j 

13  SERVICE 

■  ■ .  .■ . 

14  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Operating  expenses, 
Fr>  National  Archives  and  Records  Service”,  $30,000. 
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Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency 

.  .  i  .  j .  t .  •  -  •  „  *  i  ..  .  •  - . 

OFFICE  OF  THE  ADMINISTRATOR 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$450,000;  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Inde¬ 
pendent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1958,  on  the  amount 
available  for  expenses  of  travel,  is  increased  from  “$340,000” 
to  “$375,000”. 
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CHAPTER  Y 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 


4.  RESOURCES  MANAGEMENT 

5  There  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  transferred  to  this 

6  appropriation,  from  any  other  definite  annual  appropriations 

7  from  the  general  funds  of  the  Treasury  available  to  the 

8  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 

9  1958,  not  to  exceed  $118,000  for  emergency  operation  and 

10  maintenance  of  ,the  San  Carlos  irrigation  project  on  a  non- 

11  reimbursable  basis.  .  j.i 

12  INDEPENDENT  OFFICES  „ 

13  Alaska.  International  Rail  and  Highway 

14  Commission  U 

15  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES  IL 

16  For  expenses  necessary  for  the  Alaska  International 

17  Rail  and  Highway  Commission,  established  by  the  Act  of 

18  August  1,  1956  (70  Stat.  888),  including  reimbursement 

19  to  the  “Emergency  Fund  for  the  President,  National  De- 

20  fense”  for  allocations  made  pursuant  to  section  8  of  said -Act, 

21  $60,000,  to  remain  available  until  August  31,  1958. 
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1  Commission  foe  a  National  Cultural  Center 

2  -  vi  1  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

3  The  unobligated  balance  of  the  appropriation  for 

4  “Salaries  and  expenses,  District  of  Columbia  Auditorium 

5  Commission”,  granted  in  the  Supplemental  Appropriation 
6*  Act,  1957,  shall  remain  available  during  the  fiscal  year 
7  1958,  for  necessary  expenses  of  the  Commission  for  a 
g  National  Cultural  Center,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  July  1, 
9  1955  (Pubbc  Law  128),  as  amended:  Provided,  That  this 

10  paragraph  shall  be  effective  only  upon  enactment  into  law 

11  of  H.  R.  4813. 

12  CHAPTER  VI 

13  PUBLIC  WORKS 

14  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 

15  Eor  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 

16  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  Act  of  1933,  as  amended  (16 

17  U.  S.  C.,  cli.  12A) ,  including  hire,  maintenance,  and  opera- 

18  tion  of  aircraft,  and  purchase  (not  to  exceed  two  hundred  for 

19  replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles, 

20  $13,317,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 
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CHAPTER  VII 
DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

International  Organizations  and  Conferences 

ELEVENTH  WORLD  HEALTH  ASSEMBLY  OF  TIIE  WORLD 
HEALTH  ORGANIZATION 

For  necessary  expenses  incident  to  organizing  and  hold¬ 
ing  the  Eleventh  World  Health  Assembly  in  the  United 
States,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  July  30,  1956  (Public 
Law  832) ,  $290,000. 

CONTRIBUTIONS  TO  INTERNATIONAL  ORGANIZATIONS 
Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  2  of  Public 
Law  689,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  an  additional  contribu¬ 
tion  of  $5,696  to  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty  Organization 
Parliamentary  Conference  is  authorized  out  of  funds  previ¬ 
ously  appropriated  for  “Contributions  to  International  Or¬ 
ganizations”. 

International  Commissions 

INTERNATIONAL  FISHERIES  COMMISSIONS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “International  fisheries 
commissions”,  $80,000. 
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Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural  Activities 
Eor  expenses  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  section  1011 
(d)  of  the  United  States  Information  and  Educational 
Exchange  Act  of  1948,  as  amended  (22  U.  S.  C.  1442  (d)  ) , 
$3,525,000:  Provided,  That  this  amount  shall  be  used  for 
purchase  of  foreign  currencies  from  the  special  account  for 
the  informational  media  guaranty  program,  at  rates  of  ex¬ 
change  determined  by  the  Treasury  Department,  and  the 
amounts  of  any  such  purchases  shall  he  covered  into  mis¬ 
cellaneous  receipts  of  the  Treasury. 

THE  JUDICIARY 

Courts  of  Appeals,  District  Courts,  and  Other 

Judicial  Services 

EXPENSES  OF  REFEREES 

For  an  additional  amount  of  “Expenses  of  referees”, 
$75,000,  to  be  derived  from  the  referees’  expense  fund 
established  in  pursuance  of  the  Act  of  June  28,  1946,  as 
amended  (11  U.  S.  C.  68  (c)  (4)  ) . 

FUNDS  APPROPRIATED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 
President’s  Special  International  Program 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “President’s  special  inter¬ 
national  program”,  $2,200,000,  to  remain  available  until 
expended. 
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CHAPTER  VIII 
TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 
Coast  Guard 

ACQUISITION,  CONSTRUCTION,  AND  IMPROVEMENTS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Acquisition,  construction, 
and  improvements”,  $8,100,000,  to  remain  available  until 
expended. 

CHAPTER  IX 
DISTRICT  OE  COLUMBIA 
(Out  of  District  of  Columbia  Funds) 

Operating  Expenses 

COMPENSATION  AND  RETIREMENT  FUND  EXPENSES 
For  an  additional  amount,  fiscal  year  1957,  for  “Com¬ 
pensation  and  retirement  fund  expenses”,  for  financing  the 
liability  of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  the  “Civil  service 
retirement  and  disability  fund”,  $980,000,  of  which  $78,300 
shall  be  payable  from  the  highway  fund,  $34,100  from  the 
water  fund,  $29,900  from  the  sanitary  sewage  works  fund, 
and  $2,500  from  the  motor  vehicle  parking  fund. 

OFFICE  OF  CORPORATION  COUNSEL 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Office  of  Corporation 


Counsel”,  $40,000. 
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COURTS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Courts”,  $73,000. 

NATIONAL  ZOOLOGICAL  PARK 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “National  Zoological 
Park”,  $49,000. 

Capital  Outlay 

PUBLIC  BUILDING  CONSTRUCTION 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Capital  Outlay,  Public 
Building  Construction”  for  acquisition  of  a  site  for  an  addi¬ 
tion  to  Bryan  Elementary  School,  preparation  of  plans  and 
specifications,  construction,  including  building  improvements 
and  alterations  and  treatment  of  grounds,  for  additions  to 
the  following  elementary  schools:  Elver  Terrace,  Bryan, 
Noyes,  and  Kingsman ;  to  remain  available  until  expended, 
$2,421,000,  of  which  $146,500  shall  be  available  for  con¬ 
struction  services  by  the  Director  of  Buildings  and  Grounds 
or  by  contract  for  architectural  engineering  services,  as  may 
be  determined  by  the  Commissioners,  and  the  funds  for  the 
use  of  the  Director  of  Buildings  and  Grounds  shall  be  ad¬ 
vanced  to  the  appropriation  account,  “Construction  Services, 
Department  of  Buildings  and  Grounds”. 

Miscellaneous 

SETTLEMENT  OF  CLAIMS  AND  SUITS 
For  the  payment  of  claims  in  excess  of  $250,  approved 
by  the  Commissioners  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
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the  Act  of  February  11,  1929,  as  amended  (45  Stat.  1160; 
46  Stat.  500;  65  Stat.  131),  $14,778. 

JUDGMENTS 

For  the  payment  of  final  judgments  rendered  against 
the  District  of  Columbia,  as  set  forth  in  House  Documents 
Numbered  198  and  213  (Eighty-fifth  Congress) ,  $15,038, 
together  with  such  further  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay 
the  interest  at  not  exceeding  4  per  centum  per  annum  on 
such  judgments,  as  provided  by  law,  from  the  date  the  same 
became  due  until  the  date  of  payment. 

AUDITED  CLAIMS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  the  payment  of  claims,  cer¬ 
tified  to  be  due  by  the  accounting  officers  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  under  appropriations  the  balances  of  which  have 
been  exhausted  or  credited  to  the  general  or  special  funds  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  as  provided  by  law  (District  of 
Columbia  Code,  title  47,  sec.  130a) ,  being  for  the  service  of 
the  fiscal  year  1956  and  prior  fiscal  years  as  set  forth  in  House 
Documents  Numbered  198  and  213  (Eighty-fifth  Congress) , 
$112,289,  together  with  such  further  sums  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  pay  the  interest  on  audited  claims  for  refunds  at  not 
exceeding  4  per  centum  per  annum  as  provided  by  law 
(Act,  of  July  10,  1952,  66  Stat.  546,  sec.  14d) . 
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Division  of  Expenses 

The  sums  appropriated  in  this  Act  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  shall,  unless  otherwise  specifically  provided  for,  he 
paid  out  of  the  general  fund  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as 
defined  in  the  District  of  Columbia  Appropriation  Acts  for 
the  fiscal  years  involved. 

CHAPTER  X 
LEGISLATIVE  BRANCH 
House  of  Representatives 

For  payment  to  Anastasia  S.  Bowler,  widow  of  James 
B.  Bowler,  late  a  Representative  from  the  State  of  Illinois, 
$22,500. 

Capitol  Police 

General  expenses:  For  an  additional  amount  for 
“General  expenses”,  $2,000. 

CHAPTER  XI 

CLAIMS  FOR  DAMAGES,  AUDITED  CLAIMS,  AND 

JUDGMENTS 

For  payment  of  claims  for  damages  as  settled  and  deter¬ 
mined  by  departments  and  agencies  in  accord  with  law, 
audited  claims  certified  to  be  due  by  the  General  Accounting 
Office,  and  judgments  rendered  against  the  United  States 
by  United  States  district  courts  and  the  United  States  Court 
of  Claims,  as  set  forth  in  House  Document  Numbered  213, 
and  schedule  C  of  Senate  Document  Numbered  88,  Eighty- 
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1  fifth  Congress,  $2,104,087,  together  with  such  amounts  as 

2  may  be  necessary  to  pay  interest  (as  and  when  specified  in 

3  such  judgments  or  in  certain  of  the  settlements  of  the  General 

4  Accounting  Office  or  provided  by  law)  and  such  additional 

5  sums  due  to  increases  in  rates  of  exchange  as  may  be  neces- 

6  sary  to  pay  claims  in  foreign  currency:  Provided,  That  no 

7  judgment  herein  appropriated  for  shall  be  paid  until  it  shall 

8  have  become  final  and  conclusive  against  the  United  States 

9  by  failure  of  the  parties  to  appeal  or  otherwise:  Provided 

10  further,  That,  unless  otherwise  specifically  required  by  law 

11  or  by  the  judgment,  payment  of  interest  wherever  appro- 

12  priated  for  herein  shall  not  continue  for  more  than  thirty  days 

13  after  the  date  of  approval  of  this  Act. 

14  CHAPTER  XII 

15  GENERAL  PROVISION 

lb  Sec.  1201.  Subsection  (e)  (1)  of  section  3679  of  the 
17  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.  S.  C.  665) ,  is  hereby 

16  further  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

19  “(e)  (1)  No  apportionment  or  reapportionment,  or 

20  request  therefor  by  the  head  of  an  agency,  which,  in  the 

21  judgment  of  the  officer  making  or  the  agency  head  request- 

22  ing  such  apportionment  or  reapportionment,  would  indicate 

23  a  necessity  for  a  deficiency  or  supplemental  estimate  shall 

24  be  made  except  upon  a  determination  by  such  officer  or 

25  agency  head,  as  the  case  may  be,  that  such  action  is  re- 
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1  quired  because  of  (A)  any  laws  enacted  subsequent  to  the 

2  transmission  to  the  Congress  of  the  estimates  for  an  appro- 

3  priation  which  require  expenditures  beyond  administrative 

4  control;  or  (B)  emergencies  involving  the  safety  of  human 

5  life,  the  protection  of  property,  or  the  immediate  welfare 

6  of  individuals  in  cases  where  an  appropriation  has  been  made 

7  to  enable  the  United  States  to  make  payment  of,  or  contri- 

8  butions  toward,  sums  which  are  required  to  be  paid  to  indi- 

9  vi duals  either  in  specific  amounts  fixed  by  law  or  in  accord- 
10  ance  with  formulae  prescribed  by  law.” 
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VASSILIOS  KOSTIKOS 

TheVlerk  called  the  bill  (S.  1363)  for 
the  relief  of  Vassilios  Kostikos. 

There  \eing  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bm,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  for  the  purposes 
of  sections  10l\a)  (27)  (A)  and  205  of  the 
Immigration  ant^Nationallty  Act,  the  minor 
child,  Vassilios  Kofctikos,  shall  be  held  and 
considered  to  be  thematural-born  alien  child 
of  Victor  Kostikos  amd  Thelma  Kostikos, 
citizens  of  the  United  abates. 

The  bill  was  ordered V>  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


ANGELINE  MASTRO  MONE  \ANGE- 
LINA  MASTROI ANNI ) 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  139N  for 
the  relief  of  Angeline  Mastro  Mone  C 
gelina  Mastroianni) . 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerl 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  Angeline  Mastro 
Mone  (Angelina  Mastroianni),  who  lost 
United  States  citizenship  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  401  (e)  of  the  Nationality 
Act  of  1940,  may  be  naturalized  by  taking, 
prior  to  1  year  after  the /date  of  the  enact¬ 
ment  of  this  act,  before  any  court  referred 
to  in  subsection  (a)  of  section  310  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  or  before 
any  diplomatic  or  consular  officer  of  the 
United  States  abroad,  an  oath  as  prescribed 
by  section  337  of  such  act.  From  and  after 
naturalization  under  this  act,  the  said  An¬ 
geline  Mastro  Mone  (Angelina  Mastroianni) 
shall  have  the  same  citizenship  status  as 
that  which  existed  immediately  prior  to  its 
loss. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


FRANCESCA  MARIA  ARRIA 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  1452)  for 
the  relief  of  Francesca  Maria  Arria. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  sections  203  (a)  (3)  and  205  of  the  Immi¬ 
gration  and  Nationality  Act,  Francesca  Maria 
Arria  shall  be  held  and  considered  to  be  the, 
minor  natural-born  child  of  Mrs.  Mary 
Arria,  an  alien  lawfully  admitted  to 
United  States  for  permanent  residence 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a/third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and^assed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  w^s  laid  on 
the  table. 


TRIANT  AFILIA 


1TUL 


ERIKA  OTTO 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  1502)  for 
the  relief  of  Erika  Otto. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That,  in  the  admin¬ 
istration  of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality 
Act,  Erika  Otto,  the  fiance  of  M.  Sgt. 
Daniel  Mobray  O’Neill,  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States,  shall  be  eligible  for  a  visa 
as  a  nonimmigrant  temporary  visitor  for  a 
period  of  3  months:  Provided,  That  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  authorities  find  that  the  said 
Erika  Otto  is  coming  to  the  United  States 
wih  a  bona  fide  intention  of  being  married 
to  the  said  Master  Sergeant  Daniel  Mobray 
O’Neill  and  that  she  is  found  admissible 
under  all  of  the  provisions  of  the  Immigra¬ 
tion  and  Nationality  Act,  other  than  section 
212  (a)  (9)  :  Provided  further,  That  this  ex¬ 
emption  shall  apply  only  to  a  ground  for 
exclusion  of  which  the  Department  of  State 
or  the  Department  of  Justice  has  knowledge 
prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  act.  In  the 
event  the  marriage  between  the  above- 
named  persons  does  not  occur  within  3 
^months  after  the  entry  of  the  said  Erika 
Itto,  she  shall  be  required  to  depart  from 
t\e  United  States  and  upon  failure  to  do 
Soslan  be  deported  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  sections  242  and  243  of  the  Im¬ 
migration  and  Nationality  Act.  In  the  ever 
that  t h*k  marriage  between  the  above-named 
persons  >hall  occur  within  3  months  after 
the  entry’bf  the  said  Erika  Otto,  the  Attor¬ 
ney  General  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
record  the  lawful  admission  for  permanent 
residence  of  tM  said  Erika  Otto/as  of  the 
date  of  the  payment  by  her  of  jthe  required 
visa  fee. 

/ 

The  bill  was  orcfered  to  ife  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

SALVATpfoE  LaTERRA 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  1508)  for 
the  relief  of  Salvatore  LaTerr 

There  be>hg  no  objection,  thg  Clerk 
read  the  bjfl,  as  follows: 

»  Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  205  ofUhe 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  the  minor 
chil<J/  Salvatore  LaTerra,  shall  be  held  and 
idered  to  be  the  natural-born  alien  child 
o|/Mr.  and  Mrs.  John  LaTerra,  citizens  of 
re  United  States. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


tary  of  State  or  the  Attorney  General 
to  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  parsed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  l?nd  on 
the  table. 

YEE  SUEY  NONG 

The  Clerk  called  the  bil}/(S.  1774)  for 
the  relief  of  Yee  Suey  Nong. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  section  101  (a)  (2^)  (B)  of  the  Immigra¬ 
tion  and  Nationally  Act,  Yee  Suey  Nong 
shall  be  held  andyConsidered  to  be  a  return¬ 
ing  resident  alier 

The  bill  w ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  r^4d  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  mp€ion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  tab! 


/ 


VENDELIN  KALENDA 


,<The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  2027)  for 
jrhe  relief  of  Vendelin  Kalenda. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  purposes  of 
section  316  (a)  of  the  Immigration  and  Na¬ 
tionality  Act,  Vendelin  Kalenda  shall  be  held 
and  considered  to  have  been  resident  and 
physically  present  in  the  United  States  dur¬ 
ing  all  periods  of  service  performed  by  him, 
after  his  lawful  admission  for  permanent 
residence,  as  an  employee  of  the  Department 
of  State  outside  the  United  States. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


ROCHESTER  IRON  &  METAL  CO. 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  7115) 
for  the  relief  of  the  Rochester  Iron  & 
Metal  Co. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  this  bill 
be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 


The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  1472)  for 
the  relief  of  Triantafil>a  Antul. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  et&,  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  sections  101  {eJ  (27)  (A)  and  205  of  the 
Immigration  anjS  Nationality  Act,  Trianta- 
filia  Antul  shajl  be  held  and  considered  to 
be  the  naturaKborn  minor  alien  child  of  Mr. 
and  Mrs.  Charles  Antul,  citizens  of  the  United 
States. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  jvas  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
anch4  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
th^  table. 


FUMIKO  BIGELOW 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  1509)  for 
the  relief  of  Fumiko  Bigelow. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  paragraph  (3)  of  section 
212  (a)  of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality 
Act,  Fumiko  Bigelow  may  be  issued  a  visa 
and  be  admitted  to  the  United  States  for 
permanent  residence  if  she  is  found  to  be 
otherwise  admissible  under  the  provisions  of 
such  act:  Provided,  That  if  the  said  Fumiko 
Bigelow  is  not  entitled  to  medical  care  under 
the  Dependents’  Medical  Care  Act  (70  Stat. 
250),  a  suitable  and  proper  bond  or  under¬ 
taking,  approved  by  the  Attorney  General, 
be  deposited  as  prescribed  by  section  213  of 
the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  This 
act  shall  apply  only  to  grounds  for  exclusion 
under  such  paragraph  known  to  the  Secre¬ 


\  APOLONIA  QUILES  QUETGLAS 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  2935) 
for  the  relief  of  Apolonia  Quiles  Quet- 
glas.  \ 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacfed,  etc..  That,  in  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  the  intanigration  and  naturalization 
laws,  Apolonia  Quiles  Quetglas,  of  Santurce, 
P.  R.,  shall  be'vheld  and  considered  to 
have  lawfully  enteted  the  United  States  on 
the  date  of  her  actual  entry  into  the  United 
States,  upon  the  payment  of  the  required 
visa  fee.  \ 

Sec.  2.  Upon  approval  ojj  this  act;  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  State  shall  instruct  the  proper 
quota-control  officer  to  dedSict  one  number 
from  the  quota  for  Spain  for  the  first  year 
for  which  said  quota  is  availat 

With  the  following  committee  amend¬ 
ment: 

Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  cla’Use  and 
insert  “That,  for  the  purposes  of  the’tnami- 
gration  and  Nationality  Act,  Apolonia  Quiles 
Quetglas  shall  be  held  and  considered  to  h^ve 
been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States 
for  permanent  residence  as  of  the  date  of 
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the  enactment  of  this  act,  upon  payment  of 
the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the  granting  of 
permanent  residence  to  such  alien  as  pro¬ 
vided  for  In  this  act,  the  Secretary  of  State 
shall  instruct ,  the  proper  quota-control  offi¬ 
cer  to  deduct  one  number  from  the  appro¬ 
priate  quota  for  the  first  year  that  such 
quota  Is  available,” 

The  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to.  \ 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon¬ 
sider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

\ 

PEDRO  GONZALES 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  5920) 
for  the  relief  of  Pedro  Gonzales.'. 

The  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk. read 
the  bill,  as  follows:  •  \ 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That,  for  purposes  .of 
the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  Pedi 
Gonzales  shall  be  held  and  considered  tdv 
have  satisfied  all  the  requirements  of  section 
316  of  that  act  relating  to  residence  and 
physical  presence  within  the  United  States, 
and  he  may  be  naturalized  at  any  time  after 
the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act  if  he  is 
otherwise  eligible  for  naturalization  under 
the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act. 

With  the  following  committee  amend¬ 
ment: 

Page  1,  line  3,  strike  out  all  after  the  en¬ 
acting  clause  and  insert  “That,  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality 
Act,  Pedro  Gonzales  shall  be  held  and  con¬ 
sidered  to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to 
the  United  States  for  permanent  residence 
on  June  15,  1935.” 

The  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon¬ 
sider  was  laid  on  the  table. 
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of  that  act,  except  that  the  provisions  of 
section  212  (a)  (9)  and  (12)  of  the  Immi¬ 
gration  and  Nationality  Act  shall  be  inappli¬ 
cable  to  the  said  Erna  H.  Gleissner.  In  the 
event  the  marriage  between  the  above- 
named  persons  does  not  occur  within  3 
months  after  the  entry  of  the  said  Erna  H. 
Gleissner  and  her  minor  child,  Gilbert 
George  Gleissner  (Ortiz),  they  shall  be  re¬ 
quired  to  depart  from  the  United  States  and 
upon  failure  to  do  so  shall  be  deported  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  sections 
242  and  243  of  the  Immigration  and  Na¬ 
tionality  Act.  In  the  event  the  marriage 
between  the  above-named  persons  shall  oc¬ 
cur  within  3  months  after  the  entry  of  the 
said  Erna  H.  Gleissner  and  her  minor  child, 
Gilbert  George  Gleissner  (Ortiz),  the  Attor¬ 
ney  General  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
record  the  lawful  admission  for  permanent 
residence  of  the  said  Erna  H.  Gleissner  and 
her  minor  child,  Gilbert  George  Gleissner 
(Ortiz),  as  of  the  date  of  the  payment  by 
them  of  the  required  visa  fees. 

Sec.  3.  Notwithstanding  the  provision  of 
section  212  (a)  (3)  of  the  Immigration  and 
,  Nationality  Act,  Mrs.  Magdalena  Simona vicius 
aay  be  issued  a  visa  and  admitted  to  the 
ited  States  for  permanent  residence  if 
shkis  found  to  be  otherwise  admissible  under 
the  provisions  of  that  act:  Provided,  That  a 
suitable  and  proper  bond  or  undertaking, 
approved  by  the  Attorney  General,  be  de' 
posited  \s  prescribed  by  section  213  of  t] 
said  act. 

Sec.  4.  Notwithstanding  the  provision^  of 
section  212  ’(«.)  (9)  of  the  Immigration"  and 
Nationality  Act,  Anna  Maria  Elizabeth' Creu- 
sen  Sneeden,  Elfriede  Martha  Hedwig  Bruce, 
Anna  Maria  Hines  (nee  Decker ), /Francesco 
Terranova,  Guiseppe  Domenico /Convertini, 
and  Barbara  T.  B.  Kuczek  may  be  issued 
visas  and  admitted  th  the  United  States  for 
permanent  residence  tf/they/are  found  to  be 
otherwise  admissible  un^ej/the  provisions  of 
that  act. 

Sec.  5.  Notwithstanding ’*Uie  provisions  of 
section  212  (a)  (9)  and  (12) 'W  the  Immigra¬ 
tion  and  Nationality  Act,  Sally  Ann  Zweifel, 
and  Fumi  Ishikaw’a  Clark  may  be  issued 


WAIVING  CERTAIN  PROVISIONS  OF 
SECTION  212  (a)  OF  THE  IMMI¬ 
GRATION  AND  NATIONALITY  ACT 
IN  BEHALF  OF  CERTAIN  ALIENS 

The  Clerk  called  the  resolution  (H.  J. 
Res.  430)  to  waive  certain  provisions  of 
section  212  (a)  of  the  Immigration  and 
Nationality  Act  in  behalf  of  certain 
aliens.  / 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk" 
read  the  resolution,  as  follows:  / 

Resolved,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding/ "the 
provisions  of  section  212  (a)  (9)  and'  (12) 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Aftt,  Inge 
Wallaberger  may  be  issued  a  visa/and  ad¬ 
mitted  to  the  United  States  for  permanent 
residence  if  she  is  found  to  be  otherwise 
admissible  under  the  provision^  of  that  act: 
Provided,  That  her  marriage,/ to  Ronald  M. 
Grundman,  her  United  States  citizen  fiance, 
takes  place  3  months  after/the  enactment  of 
this  act.  / 

Sec.  2.  In  the  administration  of  the  Im¬ 
migration  and  Nationality  Act,  Erna  H. 
Gleissner,  the  fiance  of  Gilberto  Ortiz,  a 
citizen  of  the  United  States  and  her  minor 
son,  Gilbert  Geor'ge  Gleissner  (Ortiz) ,  shall 
be  eligible  for  visas  as  nonimmigrant  tem¬ 
porary  visitor/  for  a  period  of  3  months: 
Provided,  That  the  administrative  authori¬ 
ties  find  that  the  said  Erna  H.  Gleissner  is 
coming  to  the  United  States  with  a  bona 
fide  intention  of  being  married  to  the  said 
Gilbert©  Ortiz  and  that  they  are  found  to 
be  otherwise  admissible  under  the  provisions 


ence  if  they  are  found  to  be 
ssible  under  the  provisions  of 


thereof  the  following:  "Bal  K1  Nam  Zweifel, 
Anna  Maria  Hines  (nee  Decker).” 

The  committee  amendments  wer 
agreed  to. 

The  House  joint  resolution  was/ or¬ 
dered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  the.,  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


3SION  INTO 
OF  CERTAIN 


TO  FACILITATE  ADD 
THE  UNITED  STAT 
ALIENS  - 

The  Clerk  called  pf\e  resolution  (H.  J. 
Res.  429)  to  facilitate  the  admission  into 
the  United  States  of  certain  aliens. 

Mr.  AVERY.  >Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  that  this  House  Joint 
Resolution  429  be  passed  over  without 
prejudice. /'There  is  no  report  from  the 
Department. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection? 
re  was  no  objection. 

HEMPHILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  further  call  of 
le  Private  Calendar  be  dispensed  with 
•'at  this  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 


permanent  ri 
otherwise  ad: 
that  act. 

Sec.  6.  Notwithstanding  the  provision  of 
section  2y&  (a)  (4)  of  the  ImmigrationNand 
Nationality  Act,  Kay  Harding  and  Sarah  Jape 
McMullen  may  be  issued  visas  and  admitb 
to  th/United  States  for  permanent  residence 
if  they  are  found  to  be  otherwise  admissible 
ler  the  provisions  of  that  act:  Provided, 
lat  suitable  and  proper  bonds  or  under¬ 
takings,  approved  by  the  Attorney  General, 
be  deposited  as  prescribed  by  section  213  of 
the  said  act. 

Sec.  7  Notwithstanding  the  provision  of 
section  212  (a)  (1)  of  the  Immigration  and 
Nationality  Act,  Hans  Friedrich  Thee  may  be 
issued  a  visa  and  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  residence  if  he  is 
found  to  be  otherwise  admissible  under  the 
provisions  of  that  act:  Provided,  That  a  suit¬ 
able  and  proper  bond  or  undertaking,  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Attorney  General,  be  deposited 
as  prescribed  by  section  213  of  the  said  act. 

Sec.  8.  The  exemptions  provided  for  in 
this  act  shall  apply  only  to  grounds  for  ex¬ 
clusion  of  which  the  Department  of  State 
or  the  Department  of  Justice  had  knowledge 
prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  act. 

With  the  following  committee  amend¬ 
ments  : 

On  page  1,  line  9,  after  the  word  “place” 
strike  out  the  word  “three”  and  substitute 
in  lieu  thereof  “within  six.” 

On  page  3,  line  14,  strike  out  the  name 
“Anna  Maria  Hines  (nee  Decker).” 

On  page  3,  line  21,  strike  out  the  name 
“Sally  Maria  Zweifel”  and  substitute  in  lieu 


SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION 
BILL,  1958 

Mr.  CANNON,  from  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  reported  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9131)  making  supplemental  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1958,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  was 
read  a  first  and  second  time,  and,  with 
the  accompanying  papers,  referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  State  of  the  Union  and  ordered  to 
be  printed. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH  reserved  all 
points  of  order  on  the  bill. 


CALL  OF  THE  HOUSE 
Mr.  BUDGE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make  the 
point  of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not 
iresent. 

.The  SPEAKER.  Evidently  a  quorum 
is\ot  present. 

CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
a  callsof  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Crerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fol- 

to 


lowing  Mta 
their  names 

ibers  failed 

to  answer  1 

[  Roll  No.  173] 

Anfuso 

Hosmer 

Reed 

Baker 

Hu\ 

Santangelo 

Beamer 

Keanjey 

St.  George 

Bentley 

Kilbukn 

Saund 

Blatnik 

McConnell 

Scott.  Pa. 

Boykin 

Magnuson 

Taylor 

Buckley 

Mason  \ 

Utt 

Dawson,  Ill. 

Miller,  N.  YV 

Van  Pelt 

Diggs 

O’Konskl  \ 

Vinson 

Frelinghuysen 

Osmers 

\  Wharton 

Hillings 

Powell 

Wilson,  Calif. 

Holtzman 

Preston 

Prouty 

Reece,  Tenn. 

The  SPEAKER.  On  this  recall  385 
Members  have  answered  to  thei\names, 
a  quorum. 

By  unanimous  consent,  furtherV»ro- 
ceedings  under  the  call  were  dispersed 
with. 
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\  CORRECTION  OF  RECORD 

Mr. '  BONNER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  correct  the  Rec-  ; 
ord.  Onjpage  12416,  line  24,  column  2,  | 
there  appears  the  words  “book  value.’’  i 
It  should  haN^e  been  “market  value.” 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina?  \ 

There  was  no  objection. 


CORRECTION  OFROLLCALL 

Mr.  CHELF.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  correct  rMlcall  No.  168 
of  August  2.  I  was  present  and  an¬ 
swered  to  my  name,  and  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  Record  and  Journal  be 
corrected  accordingly. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky?  \ 

There  was  no  objection.  \ 


SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS 
FOR  1958 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  under 
leave  previously  granted,  I  move  that  the 
House  resolve  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9131)  making  supplemental  ap¬ 
propriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1958,  and  for  other  purposes; 
and  pending  that  motion,  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  debate  on 
the  bill  be  limited  not  to  exceed  2  hours 
to  be  confined  to  the  bill,  and  one-half 
of  the  time  to  be  controlled  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber]  and 
one-half  by  myself.  May  I  ask  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber] 
if  that  is  agreeable  to  him? 

Mr.  TABER.  That  is  satisfactory  to 
me. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  it 
is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  [Mi-.  Cannon], 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill,  H.  R.  9131,  with 
Mr.  Kilday  in  the  Chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read¬ 
ing  of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

[Mr.  CANNON  addressed  the  Commit¬ 
tee.  His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter 
in  the  Appendix.] 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Kan¬ 
sas  [Mr.  Scrivner]. 

(Mr.  SCRIVNER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  Mr.  Chairman,  un¬ 
der  chapter  2,  we  consider  the  military- 
construction  appropriation  of  approxi¬ 
mately  a  billion  and  a  half  dollars.  On 
the  whole,  I  believe  that  the  Department 
of  Defense  has  done  a  very  good  job  this 
year  in  cutting  this  program  down  to  a 
reasonable  size.  However,  there  is  1 


item  that  you  will  find  listed  on  page 
21  of  the  report  which,  in  my  opinion, 
should  have  been  reduced  by  $3  million. 
That  is  the  fund  for  the  Air  Force  Acad¬ 
emy,  and  the  $3  million,  to  which  I  of¬ 
fered  an  amendment  which  was  defeated 
to  eliminate  it,  refers  to  what  is  called 
an  Academy  chapel  but  is  really  a  huge 
cathedral.  I  say  “cathedral”  advisedly, 
because  $3  million  is  more  than  enough 
to  build  a  chapel.  Three  million  dollars 
should  build  a  cathedral. 

Now,  it  is  customary  and  proper  in 
erecting  churches,  chapels,  and  cathe¬ 
drals  to  build  them  with  high  spires, 
because  the  spire  is  a  symbol  of  the  eter¬ 
nal  search  of  man  here  on  earth  reach¬ 
ing  toward  his  Maker  in  Heaven.  One 
spire  is  good,  but  why  should  there  be  a 
polished  aluminum  cathedral  with  19 
spires?  This  design  and  material  is 
completely  incompatible  with  the  great¬ 
est  beauty  of  all,  the  beauty  created  by 
nature’s  God  Himself — the  natural 
grandeur  of  the  Colorado  Rockies. 
Imagine,  if  you  can,  a  huge  19-spire 
polished  aluminum  cathedral  set  in  the 
heart  of  the  Rocky  Mountains.  To  me, 
it  is  incongruous.  I  do  not  like  to  call 
this  structure  designated  a  “chapel”  a 
monstrosity,  but  there  is  no  other  word 
that  better  fits  it.  Let  me  make  it  plain 
for  once  and  all,  if  anybody  has  misun¬ 
derstood  me  in  the  past  that  I,  for  one, 
do  not  approve  an  appropriation  of  $3 
million  for  this  chapel  at  the  Air  Force 
Academy  in  Colorado  Springs,  as  pres¬ 
ently  designed. 

The  design  of  this  chapel  has  been  an 
item  of  great  contention  ever  since  the 
Air  Force  Academy  first  had  funds. 

You  will  recall  or  were  told  the  Acad¬ 
emy  would  cost  $125  million.  It  may 
be  recalled  that  I  told  you  then  that  this 
was  just  the  first  bite  and  that  $125  mil¬ 
lion  would  not  build  the  Air  Force  Acad¬ 
emy.  Before  we  are  through  the  Air 
Force  Academy  is  going  to  run  close  to 
$250  million  or  $300  million.  Further¬ 
more,  in  order  for  West  Point  and  An¬ 
napolis  to  compete  with  the  modern  Air 
Force  Academy  we  are  going  to  be  called 
upon  to  spend  millions  upon  millions  to 
modernize  those  two  old,  established 
Academies. 

But  that  is  beside  the  point.  Last  year 
we  deferred  funds  until  such  time  as 
the  chapel  plans  should  be  approved  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force.  The  de¬ 
cision  has  been  made.  All  I  can  do  is  to 
express  my  opinions.  Frankly,  the  floor 
plan  of  the  cathedrahus  good.  The  ar¬ 
rangements  for  the  three  faiths  is  well 
conceived.  But  certainly  in  a  place  like 
the  Rockies,  a  polished  aluminum  build¬ 
ing  such  as  this,  with  these  19  huge 
spires,  is  incompatible  with  the  natural 
beauty.  Inside  it  takes  on  a  little  bit  of 
cubism,  with  some  rather  startling 
stained  glass.  We  have  been  talking 
about  this  controversial  chapel  for  3 
years.  During  that  time,  it  would  seem 
that  the  architects  and  the  engineers 
could  have  done  a  very  much  better  job 
and  brought  us  plans  and  specifications 
for  a  cathedral  that  would  be  more  in 
keeping  with  the  natural  beauty  of  the 
surroundings,  a  less  garish  place  for 
solemn  worship  than  the  one  that  is  cov¬ 
ered  by  this  item  now  presented  to  you. 


I  am  sorry  we  could  not  show  the 
model  to  all  of  the  Members  of  the 
House,  because  I  feel  that  had  you  been 
able  to  see  what  I  have  seen,  by  way  of 
the  model  and  the  sketches  that  they, 
prepared,  the  majority  of  this  House 
may  have  agreed  that  this  money  should 
not  be  provided  for  this  chapel  at  this 
time,  and  that  there  should  be  a  more 
harmonious  treatment  given  it. 

Let  us  trust  that  the  plans  may  be 
further  modified  so  that  this  cathedral 
will  be  compatible  with  the  natural 
beauty. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
I  Mi-.  Mahon],  who  is  chairman  of  the 
Appropriations  Subcommittee  on  Armed 
Services,  which  has  reported  the  larger 
part  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill 
does  contain,  as  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  has  said, 
funds  for  military  construction  for  the 
Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force,  in  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense.  The  amounts  pro¬ 
vided  for  each  service  are  shown  on 
page  27  of  the  committee  report. 

The  President  in  January  indicated 
that  a  budget  estimate  would  be  sent  to 
us  in  the  sum  of  $2.1  billion.  That  was 
pruned  down  by  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  to  about  $1.7  billion.  We  made  a 
further  reduction  of  $243  million.  In 
view  of  the  time  factor  it  will  not  be 
possible  to  discuss  this  matter  in  detail, 
but  Members  who  are  interested  will  find 
a  list  of  the  projects  and  considerable 
data  as  to  the  whole  program,  very  well 
covered  in  the  committee  report. 

Mr.  Chairman,  as  you  know,  we  have 
been  engaged  during  this  year  in  the 
so-called  battle  of  the  budget.  I  should 
like  to  present  at  this  time  the  basic 
details  with  respect  to  the  battle  of  the 
budget  insofar  as  it  affects  defense.  We 
probably  will  be  asked  some  questions 
about  this  phase  of  our  treatment  of 
the  budget  when  we  go  home. 

As  you  know,  we  cut  the  President’s 
budget  for  defense  about  $2.3  billion, 
that  is,  in  the  regular  military  bill  for 
the  operation  of  the  Defense  Depart¬ 
ment.  We  make  a  reduction  here  of 
$243  million. 

These  cuts  we  have  made  will  not,  in 
my  judgment,  have  a  tendency  to  retard 
the  defense  buildup  to  any  dangerous 
degree,  but  these  cuts  we  made  will  be 
relatively  minor,  in  my  judgment,  com¬ 
pared  to  the  cuts  which  are  being  made 
by  the  Pentagon  upon  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  These 
reductions  are  being  made  in  order  to 
bring  spending  down.  The  Defense  De¬ 
partment  was  spending  at  the  rate  of 
$40.2  billion  during  the  last  part  of  the 
last  fiscal  year.  The  President  had  said 
in  January  that  spending  would  be  in 
the  area  of  $38  billion,  so  in  order  to 
stay  within  the  spending  limitations  and 
to  prevent  raising  the  debt  limit  it  has 
been  necessary  for  the  Department  of 
Defense  to  scale  down  many  of  these 
programs.  Much  of  this  money,  a  con¬ 
siderable  portion  of  the  money,  will  be 
withheld  from  the  departments  and 
temporarily  certain  programs  will  be 
stretched  out. 
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With  the  assistance  of  the  officials  of 
the  Pentagon  and  the  staff  of  our  com¬ 
mittee  I  shall  prepare  and  insert  in  the 
Record  at  a  later  date  for  the  benefit 
of  the  House  just  what  the  facts  and 
figures  are  with  respect  to  the  contro¬ 
versy  over  the  defense  budget.  I  will 
undertake  to  assemble  in  one  place  in 
the  Record  all  these  facts.  It  will  be 
done  later  in  the  session  in  order  that 
all  of  these  facts  may  be  presented. 

I  think  we  did  a  fairly  adequate  job 
on  the  construction  budget.  The  Armed 
Forces  spent,  I  believe,  in  the  last  fiscal 
year  about  $1.8  billion  for  military  con¬ 
struction.  They  undoubtedly  will  have 
to  spend  less  in  fiscal  year  1958.  The 
program  has  been  slowed  down,  the 
planning  has  been  slowed  down,  and 
when  you  slow  down  the  planning  you 
necessarily  delay  the  program.  This 
has  been  done  by  the  administration  to 
bring  down  the  spending  program  of  the 
Government,  so  we  shall  not  have  to 
raise  the  debt  limit,  so  that  we  can  even 
talk  about  a  tax  reduction  next  year. 
Personally,  I  am  not  too  enthusiastic 
about  the  tax  reduction  idea  at  this 
stage  when  spending  is  so  high  and  no 
substantial  reductions  have  been  made 
in  the  national  debt.  But  the  adminis¬ 
tration,  at  any  rate,,  is  undertaking  to 
hold  down  defense  programs  to  a  lower 
level  than  it  had  anticipated  would  be 
necessary. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAHON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  JONAS.  The  gentleman  from 
Texas  reminded  us  that  last  year  we  pro¬ 
vided  about  $1.8  billion  for  military  con¬ 
struction  and  this  year  there  is  another 
$1.5  billion.  Is  the  construction  pro¬ 
gram  we  are  now  engaged  in  a  part  of 
a  long-range  program,  and  can  we  in 
the  foreseeable  future  expect  to  come 
to  the  end  of  that  road? 

Mr.  MAHON.  I  think  as  long  as  we 
have  a  military  force  we  will  not  come 
to  the  end  of  construction.  For  example, 
we  are  going  out  of  conventional  weapons 
into  missiles.  When  you  get  into  mis¬ 
siles,  you  will  have  to  get  different  types 
of  installations.  So  while  we  will  com¬ 
plete  the  program  that  is  now  underway, 
there  will  be  other  features  to  this  pro¬ 
gram.  Within  a  few  years  we  shall  be 
building  structures  for  the  launching  of 
the  intercontinental  and  the  intermedi¬ 
ate-range  ballistic  missiles.  There  will 
be  no  end  to  it. 

Mr.  JONAS.  What  about  housing, 
recreational  facilities,  and  things  of  that 
sort? 

Mr.  MAHON.  From  the  standpoint  of 
housing  at  bases  and  from  the  standpoint 
of  new  bases,  I  think  we  are  approach¬ 
ing  the  end.  However,  much  additional 
housing  will  be  needed.  I  think  there 
can  be  considerable  reduction  in  spend¬ 
ing  rates  and  there  can  be  reductions  in 
the  construction  of  facilities  like  com¬ 
missaries,  swimming  pools,  and  in  cer¬ 
tain  areas,  clubs  and  barracks.  It  is  an¬ 
ticipated  that  our  Armed  Forces,  now  at 
about  2.8  million  men,  will  be  reduced. 
An  announcement  recently  has  been 
made  of  a  reduction  of  100,000  men. 


Mr.  JONAS.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 
I  am  disappointed  that  there  does  not 
seem  to  be  any  reasonable  hope  that  we 
will  soon  reach  the  end  of  this  very  ex¬ 
pensive  building  program  at  military, 
naval,  and  Air  Force  installations. 

Mr.  MAHON.  Having  received  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  do  so,  I  insert  the  follow¬ 
ing  at  this  point  in  the  Record  in  further 
reference  to  the  defense  construction 
portion  of  the  pending  bill : 

Budget  estimates  for  items  included 
in  this  chapter  which  were  considered 
by  the  committee  total  $1,764,700,000. 
Of  this  total  the  amount  of  $1,665,500,000 
was  requested  for  military  construction, 
including  $5,500,000  for  Loran  stations 
which  amount  is  to  be  transferred  to 
the  Coast  Guard.  The  amount  of 
$34,200,000  was  requested  for  the  United 
States  scientific  satellite  program.  The 
remainder  of  the  total  estimate,  $65  mil¬ 
lion,  was  requested  for  military  construc¬ 
tion,  Army  and  Navy  Reserve  Forces. 
The  Reserve  item  was  included  in  the 
original  budget  document  but  was  de¬ 
leted  from  the  regular  appropriation  bill 
for  the  Department  of  Defense  for  the 
reason  that  the  amount  requested  ex¬ 
ceeded  the  still  outstanding  authority. 

The  bill  includes  a  total  amount  of 
$1,521,500,000  for  these  items,  a  reduc¬ 
tion  of  $243,200,000  in  the  budget  esti¬ 
mates.  The  full  amount  of  the  budget 
estimates  for  the  Loran  stations  and  for 
the  scientific  satellite  are  approved,  ex¬ 
cept  that  funds  for  the  satellite  program 
must  be  derived  by  transfer  from  annual 
appropriations  currently  available. 
The  estimate  for  military  construction, 
as  such,  is  approved  in  the  amount  of 
$1,470,000,000,  a  reduction  of  $190  mil¬ 
lion  in  the  budget  estimates.  New  funds 
made  available  in  fiscal  year  1957  for 
military  construction  totaled  $1,- 
830,000,000.  The  total  of  estimates  for 
Reserve  construction,  $65  million,  is  ap¬ 
proved  in  the  amount  of  $46  million,  a 
reduction  of  $19  million.  The  amount 
of  $10  million  requested  for  Navy  re¬ 
serve  construction  was  denied. 

It  frequently  happens  that  a  service 
cannot  proceed  with  the  costruction  of 
an  approved  project  because  of  unf ore- 
seen  difficulties  in  land  acquisition,  nec¬ 
essary  changes  in  design,  changed  re¬ 
quirements,  and  so  forth.  In  order  not 
to  delay  the  military  construction,  the 
committee  has  for  a  number  of  years  ap¬ 
proved  projects  at  a  somewhat  greater 
total  cost  than  the  amount  appropriated. 
Last  year,  for  instance,  this  excess  was 
approximately  25  percent.  This  year  we 
have  reduced  this  to  15  percent.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  while  the  total  appropriation 
for  1958  is  $1,470,000,000,  the  total  cost 
of  approved  projects,  as  detailed  in  the 
report,  is  about  $1,900,000,000  for  the 
three  services. 

The  original  budget  document  con¬ 
tained  an  estimate  of  $2.1  billion  for 
military  construction.  On  May  22  of 
this  year  the  Secretary  of  Defense  issued 
a  memorandum  to  the  services  to  reduce 
1957  obligations  by  $500  million.  The 
services  applied  $170  million  of  this 
amount  to  their  construction  programs. 
Other  delays  have  resulted  in  somewhat 
larger  carryovers  than  originally  antici¬ 
pated. 


While  the  program  is  substantial  in 
terms  of  dollars,  it  has  been  on  the  de¬ 
cline.  The  1957  appropriations  were 
about  $100  million  less  than  those  in 
1956,  and  the  recommended  1958  appro¬ 
priations  are  $360  million  less  than  those 
in  1957. 

It  is  not  known  just  what  effort  the 
expenditure  ceiling  and  the  manpower 
reductions  planned  for  1958  will  have  on 
the  construction  program.  I  can  say, 
however,  that  the  amount  of  $1,470,- 
000,000  contained  in  the  bill  is  $466  mil¬ 
lion  less  than  was  obligated  in  1957.  The 
program  is  being  tightened  up  and  un¬ 
obligated  carryovers  are  being  reduced, 
although  it  is  recognized  that  a  reason¬ 
able  amount  must  always  remain  un¬ 
obligated  in  a  continuing  program  such 
as  this. 

I  do  not  visualize  future  programs 
much  in  excess  of  that  now  before  you 
unless,  of  course,  the  international  situ¬ 
ation  worsens.  The  probabilities  are 
that  it  will-,  decrease  rather  than  increase 
in  scope.  However,  it  will  continue 
with  us  so  long  as  we  maintain  an 
armed  force,  and  we  must  continue  to 
provide  adequate  facilities  for  this  force. 
We  must  also  take  cognizance  of  the  add¬ 
ed  and  changing  requirements  for  fa¬ 
cilities  to  take  care  of  our  expanding 
outposts,  and  new  typelfacilities  to  han¬ 
dle  the  new  and  constantly  improving 
weapons,  both  defensive  and  offensive. 

(Mr.  MAHON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  6  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  first  item  I  want  to 
say  a  word  or  two  about  is  this  Burke 
Airport.  Frankly,  I  do  not  raise  any 
question  but  what  the  city  and  surround¬ 
ing  territory  are  in  need  of  more  airport 
facilities.  The  thing  I  cannot  under¬ 
stand  is  why  the  facilities  at  the  Friend¬ 
ship  Airport,  which  cost  the  Government, 
as  I  understand  it,  way  up  into  the  mil¬ 
lions  of  dollars,  has  not  been  utilized.  I 
cannot  understand,  even  if  they  are  going 
to  push  the  question  of  the  airport  at 
Burke,  why  they  do  not  go  ahead  and 
use  the  Friendship  Airport  right  now  and 
do  away  with  the  terrific  congestion  that 
exists  here  across  the  river. 

I  want  to  say  a  word  or  two  about  1 
or  2  other  things  in  the  bill,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man.  The  funds  for  the  TVA,  in  spite 
of  the  way  that  most  other  appropria¬ 
tions,  including  the  military  have  been 
handled,  show  for  a  great  many  items 
including  construction,  an  increase  of 
over  $8  million.  They  show  an  item, 
overall,  of  $71,363,000  for  steam  plants 
as  against  $53,409,000  a  year  ago.  The 
only  part  we  can  cut  out  is  $1,784,000 
for  the  steam  plants  because  the  rest 
of  it  is  out  of  power  revenue.  Frankly, 
if  we  are  going  to  treat  the  Army  so 
closely  and  keep  them  down  as  far  as 
possible,  I  do  not  see  why  this  agency 
should  not  be  kept  down  in  the  same 
way. 

There  are  a  lot  of  funds  here  for  dif¬ 
ferent  items.  Some  of  them  small.  The 
Burke  Airport  item,  outside  of  military 
construction,  is  probably  the  largest  item 
in  the  bill.  There  are  other  things  about 
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the  TV  A  that  should  be  discussed  when 
that  item  is  reached. 

There  are  funds  for  the  situation  on 
Okinawa,  and  some  for  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  the  Export-Import  Bank.  I  do 
not  think  that  outside  of  those  ques¬ 
tions  I  have  spoken  of,  there  is  very 
much  that  is  going  to  lead  to  dispute 
during  the  progress  of  the  reading  of 
the  bill.  There  is  an  item  on  page  18, 
and  I  do  not  know  what  the  House  will 
want  to  do  about  it,  but  it  provides  for 
all  sorts  of  expenditures  outside  of  the 
United  States.  Those  expenditures  are 
brought  out  beginning  on  page  239  of 
the  hearings  on  that  general  subject. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  that  is  all  I 
care  to  say  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GROSS.  What  rate  of  interest, 
if  any,  will  be  charged  on  this  $12% 
million  for  another  airport?  • 

Mr.  TABER.  If  the  language  that  is 
contained  in  the  bill  is  carried,  the  rate 
of  interest  will  be  4  percent,  which  is  a 
fair  rate,  everything  considered ;  and  the 
time  that  has  been  allocated  to  repay  it 
is  probably  a  fair  one. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  The  gentleman 
mentioned  the  Friendship  Airport.  Does 
that-  mean  that  that  airport  was  built, 
to  a  great  extent,  at  the  expense  of  the 
Federal  Government,  and  is  not  being 
used? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  mean  to  say  that  it 
was  built  at  the  expense  of  millions  of 
dollars  to  the  Federal  Government  and 
that  it  is  only  being  used  to  a  small  per¬ 
centage  of  its  normal  capacity. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Was  it  intended 
as  sort  of  an  auxiliary  to  our  National 
Airport? 

Mr.  TABER.  It  was  intended  as  a 
matter  of  national  defense  during  war¬ 
time. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  And  not  now 
being  used  to  its  full  capacity? 

Mr.  TABER.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  The  gentleman  re¬ 
ferred  to  page  239  of  the  hearings. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  think  that  is  the  right 
page  number. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Apparently  you  were 
referring  to  the- insertion  in  the  hear¬ 
ings  of  the  justification  of  the  funds. 
The  first  item  is  “chairs”  in  the  Uni¬ 
versity  at  Israel.  I  understand  that 
refers  to  the  chairs  of  history,  science, 
and  so  forth.  Then,  going  on  to  the 
next  page,  240,  $222,000;  $27,000;  then 
the  next  page  it  goes  on  with  the  vari¬ 
ous  items  connected  with  the  educa¬ 
tional  activities  of  Israel,  and  it  sums 
up  $3,516,667.  Then  there  is  some 
small  print  which  says : 

Administration,  inasmuch  as  this  pro¬ 
gram  is  to  be  operated  on  a  grant  basis,  it 
can  be  supervised  through  the  American 
Embassy  staff  at  Tel  Aviv;  a  small  staff  of 
three  local  employees  will  be  required,  how¬ 
ever,  to  assist  in  preparing  detailed  terms  of 
the  grants  and  assuring  the  proper  use  of 
funds;  total  administration,  $8,333. 


There  is  every  indication  not  only  of 
the  loosest  type  of  appropriation  but  the 
loosest  type  of  administration  in  the 
handling  of  the  funds.  Being  interested 
in  the  field  of  education,  I  am  amazed  at 
how  we  deal  with  them  in  foreign  coun¬ 
tries  and  how  we  deal  with  them  in  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  will  say  one  thing  in 
connection  with  this  matter,  although 
the  language  perhaps  is  not  as  clear  as  it 
should  be  on  page  18,  line  5;  the  money 
appropriated  shall  be  used  out  of  foreign 
currencies  that  belong  to  the  Treasury 
which  will  be  purchased  with  American 
dollars  from  our  Treasury,  and  this 
money  will  be  expended  in  that  way. 
That  is  the  excuse  that  is  given  for  the 
operation.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
merits  of  the  proposal  had  anything  to 
do  with  it  or  not.  That  would  depend 
on  how  you  viewed  it. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  But  when  we  take 
$3,525,000  out  of  the  Treasury,  worth 
$53,525,000  in  Israel,  that  still  costs  the 
taxpayers  of  the  United  States  $3,525,000. 

Mr.  TABER.  That  depends  on  how 
you  look  at  it  as  to  the  value  of  the 
foreign  currency  at  the  present  time  to 
the  Treasury. 

That  is  about  the  size  of  it. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  there  is 
included  in  the  bill  the  sum  of  $3,525,000, 
the  amount  of  the  budget  estimate  for 
the  purchase  of  Israeli  pounds  to  this  ex¬ 
tent  accrued  to  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States  through  operation  of  the 
informational  media  guaranty  program 
in  the  State  of  Israel.  Legislation  au¬ 
thorizing  the  use  of  these  foreign  cur¬ 
rencies  for  educational,  scientific,  and 
cultural  purposes  was  included  in  the 
Mutual  Security  Act  of  1956.  The  lan¬ 
guage  recommended  in  the  bill  provides 
that  the  Treasury  Department  shall  de¬ 
termine  the  rates  of  exchange,  and  that 
the  amounts  of  such  purchases  shall  be 
covered  into  miscellaneous  receipts  of  the 
United  States  Treasury. 

While  the  language  at  page  18  of  the 
bill,  lines  1  to  10,  provides  for  the  appro¬ 
priation  of  $3,525,000  in  American  dollars 
this  is,  in  effect,  merely  a  bookkeeping 
transaction.  These  dollars  will  be  used 
to  purchase  $3,525,000  worth  of  Israeli 
pounds  npw  in  the  United  States  Treas¬ 
ury  for  this  program  in  Israel.  The  in¬ 
formational  media  guaranty  program, 
originally  authorized  by  the  Economic 
Cooperation  Act  of  1948,  makes  it  pos¬ 
sible  for  foreign  countries  having  a 
shortage  of  foreign  exchange  to  import 
books  and  magazines  from  the  United 
States  through  commercial  channels. 
The  foreign  importer  pays  the  American 
exporter  in  local  currency  and  the  ex¬ 
porter  exchanges  the  local  currency  upon 
application  to  this  Government.  In  the 
case  of  Israel,  the  agreement  between  the 
United  States  and  the  State  of  Israel 
provides  that  the  currencies  generated  in 
Israel  under  this  media  guaranty  pro¬ 
gram  shall  be  used  for  scientific,  educa¬ 
tional,  and  cultural  activities  and  for 
such  other  purposes  as  may  be  agreed 
upon  by  the  United  States  Government 
and  the  Government  of  Israel. 

I  submit  that  since  we  now  have  ap¬ 
proximately  $4.8  million  worth  of  Israeli 
pounds  in  the  United  States  Treasury, 


$3,525,000  worth  of  them  should  be  used 
for  the  42  projects  which  are  set  forth  at 
pages  217  and  218  of  the  printed  hearings 
on  this  supplemental  appropriation  bill, 
1958. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  has  expired. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  [Ml-.  WlGGLESWORTHl. 

(Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  the  military  items  in  this  bill  in¬ 
clude  primarily  the  items  for  military 
construction  for  the  regular  forces. 

They  also  include  items  for  construc¬ 
tion  for  the  reserve  forces,  as  well  as  2 
items,  1  for  loran  stations  and  1  for 
the  so-called  satellite  program. 

They  constitute  part  of  an  overall  pro¬ 
gram,  a  very  large  program,  which  we 
have  been  implementing  now  for  about 
10  years,  at  a  cost  of  about  $14  billion, 
the  end  of  which  is  not  yet  in  sight. 

The  program  is  required  for  such 
things  as  runway  extensions  for  our  jet 
planes;  enlarged  drydocks  and  increased 
dredging  for  our  new  and  larger  types  of 
ship;  facilities  for  our  guided  missiles 
and  other  new  developments  in  the  mili¬ 
tary  field;  replacement  of  deteriorated 
facilities  at  training  stations,  and  other 
urgent  matters. 

As  far  as  the  military  construction 
items  are  concerned,  the  requests  re¬ 
ceived  from  the  field  this  year  with  re¬ 
spect  to  fiscal  1958  amounted  to  some 
$3  billion. 

The  Department  of  Defense  reduced 
that  figure  to  $2,100,000,000,  then  to 
$1,900,000,000  and  finally  to  $1,665,500,- 
000,  about  20  percent  below  the  spending 
rate  in  fiscal  1956  and  1957. 

Your  committee  has  taken  out  another 
$190  million  on  the  understanding  that 
there  are  unobligated  funds  in  respect 
to  fiscal  1957  which  can  be  used  in  place 
of  new  money  in  fiscal  1958. 

Appropriations  are  made  in  respect  to 
projects  listed  in  specific  priority  lists 
which  aggregate  in  value  about  15  per¬ 
cent  more  than  the  appropriations  made, 
so  as  to  allow  the  customary  leeway 
against  possible  loss  of  time. 

The  projects  have  been  carefully 
screened  by  the  Department  of  Defense, 
by  the  Armed  Services  Committee,  and 
by  your  subcommittee  on  Appropriations 
for  the  Armed  Services. 

The  items  submitted  for  reserve  con¬ 
struction  amounted  to  $65  million,  $30 
million  for  the  Army  Reserve;  $25  million 
for  the  National  Guard;  and  $10  million 
for  the  Navy  Reserve. 

Your  committee  has  cut  this  by  $19 
million  in  the  light  of  unobligated  bal¬ 
ances. 

The  item  for  loran  stations  has  been 
allowed  in  full,  while  that  for  the  sat¬ 
ellite  program  has  been  reduced  in 
terms  of  appropriations  by  $34,200,000 
by  taking  the  sum  required  out  of  exist¬ 
ing  appropriations. 

The  overall  result  is  that  the  items 
before  you  now  amount  to  $1,521,500,000, 
which  represents  a  reduction  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  of  $243,200,000  as  compared  with 
the  budget  estimates  and  to  the  extent 
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of  $360  million  as  compared  with  appro¬ 
priations  for  fiscal  1957. 

Mr.  Chairman,  reference  has  been 
made  to  the  current  effort  to  reduce 
expenditures  in  the  Department  of 
Defense. 

As  we  all  know,  the  contemplated  ex¬ 
penditure  in  the  fiscal  year  1958,  in  the 
budget  presented  by  the  President,  was 
$38  billion.  Subsequently,  it  was  found 
that  in  the  first  5  months  of  the  current 
fiscal  year  expenditure  was  running  at 
the  rate  of  over  $40  billion.  Of  course, 
a  slow  down  was  necessary  to  keep  within 
the  $38  billion.  That  is  one  element  in 
the  reductions  which  are  being  made 
and  which  are  in  prospect. 

Obviously,  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  only 
one  element.  It  is  impossible,  in  my 
judgment,  to  effect  reductions  in  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  appropriations 
amounting  to  $2Mj  billion,  or  $900  mil¬ 
lion,  if  you  prefer,  in  real  cuts,  and  to 
reduce  procurement  programs  of  the 
armed  services  to  the  extent  that  they 
have  been  reduced  without  having  a 
drastic  affect  in  terms  of  programing  and 
without  having  an  appreciable  affect  in 
terms  of  expenditure. 

I  am  confident  that  the  study  which 
the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  says 
he  is  gong  to  have  made  for  the  use  of 
the  Members  will  make  this  fact  clear 
beyond  any  possible  doubt. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Mary¬ 
land  [Mr.  Miller]. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland.  Mr. 
Chairman,  for  the  last  10  years  or  more 
there  has  been  a  debate  of  considerable 
local  importance  regarding  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  an  additional  airport  for  the 
city  of  Washington  and  the  adjoining 
communities.  There  have  been  many 
starts  and  stops  made,  but  I  thnk  it  is 
desirable  for  the  committee  members  to 
realize  that  the  first  item  in  this  bill 
definitely  decides  the  problem,  or  would 
seem  to,  that  an  additional  airport  will 
be  built  at  Burke,  Va. 

There  has  been  a  great  deal  of  con¬ 
troversy  regarding  the  relative  merits 
of  the  Burke  site,  and  particularly  the 
use  of  the  Friendship  Airport  between 
here  and  Baltimore.  Many  of  us  have 
felt  that  it  is  rather  unfortunate  in  these 
days  when  economy  is  needed  that  the 
facilities  at  Friendship  are  not  being  used 
to  anywhere  near  their  full  capacity. 
At  Friendship  the  Federal  Government 
has  an  investment  of  over  $3  million  in  • 
original  construction,  and  I  think  the 
city  of  Baltimore  and  the  State  of  Mary¬ 
land  some  $15  million.  Those  very  fine 
facilities  are  to  a  large  extent  idle  be¬ 
cause  they  are  not  being  used  while  the 
Washington  National  Airport  is  so  over¬ 
crowded.  Everyone  who  has  appeared 
before  our  committee,  or  any  other  com¬ 
mittee  that  I  know  of,  has  pointed  out 
the  public  hazard  on  account  of  the  over¬ 
crowding  of  that  airport. 

The  testimony  that  has  been  given  in 
recent  months  has  altered  the  situation 
in  that  witnesses  tell  us  that  3  airports 
are  needed  to  serve  this  area.  It  has 
been  pointed  out  that  in  1960  the  metro¬ 
politan  areas  of  Baltimore,  Washington, 
and  the  surrounding  country  will  need 
at  least  3  airports  and  that  the  Friend¬ 


ship  Airport  will  then  be  used  at  full 
capacity  and  another  airport,  at  Burke 
or  somewhere  else,  would  be  needed  also 
in  the  public  interest. 

Now,  the  thing  that  concerns  me — 
and  I  am  not  prepared  to  argue  that 
we  do  not  need  the  three  airports  in 
due  time — is  the  fact  that  at  present 
everyone  is  concerned  with  the  hazards 
that  daily  prevail  due  to  congestion, 
weather,  and  so  forth  at  the  National 
Airport,  and  I  have  never  been  able  to 
find  a  satisfactory  reason  why  the  fa¬ 
cilities  at  Friendship,  which,  according 
to  all  concerned,  are  very  fine  and  very 
adequate,  are  not  in  use. 

I  would  like  to  refer  to  the  hearings 
on  page  614  to  the  testimony  of  Admin¬ 
istrator  Pyle  of  the  CAA  in  which  he 
says,  speaking  of  Friendship: 

Friendship  is  a  very  fine  airport,  and  we 
are  the  first  to  say  just  that.  It  is  a  good 
airport,  but  we  must  be  realistic  and  try 
to  plan  for  the  needs  of  the  capital.  My 
position  is  and  always  has  been  that  we 
must  have  three  airports  to  handle  the  needs 
in  1960  of  the  two  communities,  Baltimore 
and  Washington. 

If  that  is  the  situation,  I  would  cer¬ 
tainly  suggest  that  steps  should  be  taken 
to  see  that  the  facilities  at  Friendship 
are  used  not  only  for  reasons  of  economy 
but  for  safety  before  we  appropriate  or 
at  least  before  we  spend  this  other 
money. 

Is  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Thomas],  chairman  of  the  subcommit¬ 
tee,  here?  Could  the  gentleman  tell  us 
what  the  situation  is  to  be  with  respect 
to  the  further  use  of  Friendship  at  the 
present  time? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  will  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  that  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
subcommittee  to  contact  the  CAB  and 
the  CAA  and  suggest  to  those  people 
that  they  immediately  start  using 
Friendship  Airport  in  order  to  take 
away  some  of  the  hazards  out  at  Wash¬ 
ington  National  Airport  during  the  time 
they  are  building  the  other  airport.  Of 
course,  by  the  time  the  new  one  is  built, 
if  it  is  built,  there  will  be  adequate  busi¬ 
ness  for  all  three  of  the  airports.  Now, 
that  is  our  intention,  and  I  think  they 
will  respect  that.  But,  the  gentleman 
knows  the  reason  that  they  are  not  using 
the  Friendship  Airport  now.  Ahe  cus¬ 
tomers  who  buy  tickets  to  Washington 
resent  having  to  get  off  at  Baltimore  and 
spending  another  hour  and  15  minutes 
to  come  to  Washington.  That  is  the 
long  and  the  short  of  the  matter. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland.  What  the 
gentleman  says  may  be  true,  although 
the  morning  paper  carries  a  headline 
that  some  3,000  of  the  passengers  that 
were  queried  1  week  in  May  said  they 
would  prefer  to  have  the  travel  originate 
in  Friendship.  But,  I  still  insist  that 
safety  is  more  important  than  time  in 
this  matter,  and  it  seems  to  me  that 
steps  should  be  taken  to  use  the  facili¬ 
ties  at  Friendship  without  further  delay. 

Now,  in  regard  to  another  matter.  Mr. 
Pyle,  in  speaking  of  the  desirability  of 
another  airport,  spoke  of  a  naval  project 
in  which  he  said : 

The  Navy  is  considering,  as  you  probably 
know,  the  construction  of  another  airport 
at  Davidsonvllle,  Md. 
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Then  Mr.  Pyle  goes  on  to  say: 

It  is  my  strong  feeling  that  the  best  solu¬ 
tion  to  this  problem,  if  the  Navy  needs  an 
airport — and  I  think  it  does — that  they  get 
together  with  the  Air  Force  and  go  to 
Andrews  Field.  This  becomes  a  military 
complex  over  there.  We  can  handle  it,  traf¬ 
fic  controlwise,  without  hurting  the  general 
pattern. 

I  would  like  at  this  time  to  ask  the 
chairman  of  our  Navy  panel,  that  par¬ 
ticipated  in  drafting  the  third  chapter 
of  this  bill,  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  [Mr.  Sheppard],  whether  there  is 
any  money  in  chapter  3  for  this  naval 
airfield  which  I  believe  was  authorized  in 
the  recent  authorization  bill. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  gentleman’s 
statement  is  correct.  The  authorization 
was  contained  in  the  authorization  bill 
passed  by  the  House.  It  has  not,  how¬ 
ever,  been  passed  by  the  Senate.  So,  as 
of  the  moment,  there  is  no  authority  in 
law  for  the  establishment  of  this  airfield. 
I  may  further  respond  to  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  question,  knowing  he  is  vitally 
interested  in  the  answer,  that  there  is 
no  money  in  this  bill  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  an  airport  at  Annapolis. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland.  Am  I  cor¬ 
rect  in  my  understanding  of  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  answer  that  before  any  money 
would  be  appropriated  it  would  be  neces¬ 
sary  for  a  site  to  be  selected  and  for  the 
site  to  be  approved  by  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  and  the  gentleman’s 
panel  or  by  the  Defense  Subcommitte  of 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland.  I  thank 
the  gentleman. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
7  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Mary¬ 
land  [Mr.  Friedel]. 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
should  like  to  direct  my  remarks  to  the 
item  on  page  2,  chapter  1,  of  H.  R.  9131, 
which  is  the  supplemental  appropriation 
bill  for  1958.  This  item  calls  for  $12,- 
500,000.  This  is  supposed  to  be  used  to 
build  Burke  Airfield.  It  is  my  under¬ 
standing  that  the  Burke  Airfield  will  cost 
closer  to  $75  million  than  it  will  to  $12 
million  or  $50  million.  This  is  just  one 
way  of  getting  a  foot  in  the  door. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like  to  direct 
your  attention  to  the  remarks  of  Mr. 
Pyle  on  page  631  of  the  hearings.  He 
said: 

We  have  brought  the  figures  all  up  before 
you  so  you  can  see  what  we  are  doing.  The 
$35  million  which  we  are  discussing  here  is 
the  first  phase,  to  get  started  with  some¬ 
thing. 

All  they  are  asking  for  is  $12,500,000 
in  this  appropriation  bill,  but  it  will 
lead  up  to  $75  million  later  on. 

Mr.  FLOOD.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
gentleman  will  yield,  is  the  gentleman 
talking  against  the  Burke  Airport  or  for 
the  Friendship  Airport?  That  is  an  im¬ 
portant  distinction  today. 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  I  should  like  to  an¬ 
swer  the  question  this  way.  Last  sum¬ 
mer  the  Appropriations  Committee  of 
the  other  body  directed  the  CAB  to  use 
Friendship  on  a  trial  basis  during  the 
adjournment  of  Congress  and  to  report 
their  findings  to  the  committee  in  Janu¬ 
ary.  The  CAB  completely  ignored  those 
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instructions  and  made  no  attempt  to  try 
Friendship  and  report  their  findings  and 
their  reasons  for  opposing  the  use  of 
Friendship  as  a  coterminal  with  Wash¬ 
ington  Airport. 

Mr.  FLOOD.  I  think  that  is  a  very 
fair  statement.  I  know  the  gentleman  is 
very  honest  and  sincere  about  this  and 
we  want  to  help  him.  The  gentleman 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Thomas],  the  acting 
chairman  of  the  Appropriations  Sub¬ 
committee,  advised  the  full  committee 
today — and  I  want  to  assure  the  gentle¬ 
man  and  I  am  sure  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  will  assure  him  later  on  that  we 
intend  to  bring  the  CAB  people  to  us — 
that  the  experts  will  show  by  the  time 
this  is  ready  that  we  will  be  using 
Friendship  Airport  for  long-range  jet 
transports. 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
sorry  I  cannot  yield  further.  I  want  to 
let  the  Committee  know  that  this  will 
lead  up  to  an  appropriation  of  $75  mil¬ 
lion  and  it  may  even  cost  $90  million  if 
they  build  the  Burke  Airfield.  We  have 
Friendship  whieh  is  32  miles  from  Wash¬ 
ington.  Burke  Airfield  is  reported  to  be 
20  miles  from  Washington.  We  have 
Friendship  now,  and  it  is  one  of  the  best 
equipped,  most  modern  airfields  any¬ 
where  in  the  United  States.  It  is  ready 
now,  today,  to  land  any  type  of  plane. 
Just  recently  we  landed  the  Boeing  707 
jet  plane.  It  took  off  and  landed  four 
different  times  during  the  day.  They 
could  not  land  at  the  Washington  Na¬ 
tional  Airport.  Now  you  are  talking 
about  an  airport  at  Burke.  It  will  take 
3  or  4  years  to  build  it.  We  know  how 
overcrowded  the  airspace  over  Wash¬ 
ington  is.  Why  will  they  not  try  Friend¬ 
ship?  Why  will  they  not  give  it  a  try? 
Are  they  waiting  for  another  terrible  ac¬ 
cident,  a  crash  over  the  airfield,  such  as 
happened  in  1951?  We  have  over¬ 
crowded  conditions  here.  Everybody 
realizes  that.  The  CAB  says  that  is  why 
they  want  Burke.  But  why  are  they 
turning  their  backs  on  Friendship,  which 
is  already  built  and  ready  for  use?  There 
is  a  difference  of  only  8  or  10  minutes  in 
driving  time.  What  difference  would 
that  make  on  flights  from  California  or 
Seattle  or  other  long-distance  flights? 
We  do  not  expect  the  short  flights  from 
Philadelphia  or  New  York  to  stop  at 
Friendship. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Is  it  not 
rather  expensive  to  spend  $75  million 
just  to  decrease  the  arrival  time  in 
metropolitan  Washington  by  10  min¬ 
utes? 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  I  agree  with  the  gen¬ 
tleman  100  percent. 

I  do  not  know  why  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Board  refuses  to  use  Friendship 
on  a  trial  basis.  I  would  like  to  know 
who  really  wants  Burke.  The  United 
States  Senators  from  Virginia  are  not 
asking  for  it,  the  Members  of  the  House 
from  Virginia  are  not  asking  for  it,  and 
the  people  at  Burke  themselves  do  not 
want  it.  We  are  getting  to  the  stage 
where  wTe  are  going  to  have  jet  planes, 
with  a  lot  of  noise.  We  have  an  airport 


in  Maryland  32  miles  from  Washington 
that  can  be  used  this  very  minute,  all 
equipped.  I  do  not  know  why,  but;  they 
just  will  not  use  Friendship. 

Recently,  because  of  conditions  at 
Idlewild,  N.  Y.,  fog  and  other  bad 
weather  conditions,  Friendship  landed 
10  overseas  flights.  We  are  equipped  to 
handle  any  type  of  plane.  We  have  a 
setup  there  for  the  Immigration  and  Cus¬ 
toms  Services. 

I  ask  every  Member  of  this  body  to 
take  a  ride  one  of  these  Sundays  to  the 
Friendship  Airport.  You  can  get  on 
New  York  Avenue  and  pass  Bladensburg 
Road,  and  it  the  most  beautiful  dual 
highway  from  there  on,  with  not  a 
traffic  sign  after  you  pass  Bladensburg 
Road.  The  .Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce  flew  over  to 
Friendship  from  Washington  and  drove 
back  to  the  House  Office  Building  in  41 
minutes,  and  we  did  not  violate  any 
speed  laws  and  passed  9  stop  signs  in 
that  time.  We  did  it  in  41  minutes.  It 
would  be  from  28  to  35  minutes  from 
Burke,  so  for  a  difference  of  only  about 
8  to  10  minutes  they  want  to  spend  $75, 
million,  maybe  $90  million. 

I  hope  that  when  we  consider  this 
section  of  the  bill  the  Members  will  not 
vote  for  this  $12,500,000.  I  intend  to 
propose  an  amendment  or  raise  a  point 
of  order  against  that  item. 

(Mr.  FRIEDEL  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
3  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Mary¬ 
land  [Mr.  Devereux]. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
will  admit  that  we  in  Maryland  have 
some  special  interest  in  this  legislation 
with  respect  to  the  Burke  Airport.  I 
think  that  by  way  of  background  I  may 
say  that  I  am  on  a  special  subcommittee 
of  the  House  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs  to  select  a  site  for  the  new 
Towers  Field,  which  will  be  a  field  for 
the  Naval  Academy.  We  have  not  gone 
into  formal  meetings  as  yet,  but  I  have 
made  inquiries  and  I  have  had  people 
come  to  me  and  talk  about  the  situation 
as  far  as  the  site  is  concerned.  The 
controlling  factor  in  that  consideration 
is  the  question  of  air  traffic. 

As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  the  selection  of  the  Burke  site  as 
an  additional  airfield  for  Washington 
will  relieve  the  air  traffic  condition  we 
have  presently.  We  must  remember  that 
Burke  is  only  12  air  miles  from  the  Na¬ 
tional  Airport,  therefore  we  will  not  re¬ 
lieve  the  congestion  we  have  presently. 

I  personally  believe  that  eventually  we 
will  have  to  have  an  additional  airfield 
to  serve  Washington,  in  addition  to  the 
National  Airport  and  Friendship.  But 
for  goodness  sakes,  let  us  not  be  so 
shortsighted  as  to  select  a  site  at  Burke, 
which  will  not  be  a  solution  to  the  prob¬ 
lem  we  have  before  us  today.  I  would 
suggest  that  what  we  need  and  what  we 
have  been  trying  to  get  for  a  number  of 
years  is  a  heliport  here  in  Washington. 
I  think  we  should  modernize  our  air 
traffic  so  that  we  would  have  suitable 
facilities  in  order  to  fit  into  Friendship 
or  any  additional  air  fields  that  may  be 
necessary  in  the  Washington  area. 
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The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Maryland  has  expired. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania  [Mr.  Flood]. 

Mr.  FLOOD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want 
to  talk  to  you  for  a  couple  of  minutes 
about  the  Burke  Airport.  This  has  been 
going  on  here  for  at  least  10  years  and 
I  have  been  serving  on  the  subcommittee 
dealing  with  this  problem  for  that  length 
of  time.  Now  I  own  no  real  estate  in 
Virginia  or  Maryland  or  the  District  of 
Columbia  or  anywhere  near  it.  My  sole 
interest  during  these  10  years — not  my 
sole  interest,  but,  Mr.  Chairman,  my  pri¬ 
mary  and  chief  interest  in  the  Burke 
Airport  is  I  have  the  highest  regard  in 
the  world  for  the  gentleman  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania  [Mr.  Flood],  and  his  neck — 
that  is  me.  My  second  interest  is  you, 
the  Members  of  this  House.  We,  to¬ 
gether,  are  the  American  public.  Now 
I  have  said  many  times  the  average 
American  citizen  thinks  he  can  do  three 
things  better  than  anybody  else  in  the 
world.  He  thinks  he  can  run  a  hotel.  He 
thinks  he  can  run  a  ball  team.  He  thinks 
he  can  run  the  Department  of  State.  I 
find  when  we  start  talking  about  Burke 
Airport,  we  have  acquired,  as  my  grand¬ 
father,  God  rest  his  soul,  would  say, 
“Unbeknown  to  all  of  us  we  have  ac¬ 
quired  a  lot  of  experts  and  technicians 
on  the  airways  and  the  construction  of 
airports.”  I  do  not  know  too  much  and 
I  do  not  like  to  admit  this  publicly — I 
do  not  know  too  much  about  the  con¬ 
struction  of  airports — but  I  know  that 
you  do  not  either.  That  makes  us  even. 
All  of  the  experts  and  all  of  the  tech¬ 
nicians  in  the  administration  and  out  of 
the  administration — and  when  it  was  a 
Democratic  administration  they  were 
Democratic  experts — and  now  it  is  the 
Republican  administration  and  they  are 
Republican  experts — but  there  are  still 
technicians  and  experts.  We  have  ap¬ 
propriated  for  the  last  dozens  of  years 
hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  for  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Authority — they  are 
the  experts  by  act  of  Congress — your 
paid  congressional  experts — the  CAA. 
Their  business  is  doing  what  we  now 
want  to  give  them  money  to  do  for  the 
Burke  Airport.  Now  look — of  course,  I 
am  no  politician — I  am  a  statesman. 
That  is  a  little  different.  My  friends 
from  Maryland  and  Virginia  are  sing¬ 
ing  for  their  supper  here.  My  heart 
bleeds  for  them.  I  am  for  Miller  and 
Devereux  and  all  my  Democratic  friends 
of  Maryland  here  and  I  hope  they  come 
back  for  100  years  each.  But  that  has 
nothing  to  do  with  this.  I  am  interested 
in  local  politics  and  local  affairs.  I  do 
not  want  these  boys  to  be  mad  at  me. 
I  will  come  down  and  make  a  speech 
for  anybody  if  it  does  them  either  good 
or  bad — either  way  they  want  it.  But 
you  understand  this  goes  beyond  local¬ 
ism.  This  goes  beyond  the  two  or  three 
congressional  districts  of  our  good  pals 
across  the  river.  This  concerns  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  America;  and  Washington  is  the 
Capital  not  only  of  the  United  States 
but  Washington  is  the  Capital  of  the 
world  today  and  from  now  on  in.  We 
cannot  serve  the  flying  public.  Do  you 
know  why  the  airlines  do  not  use  Friend- 
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ship?  I  have  a  brother-in-law  in  Balti¬ 
more  and  he  will  be  mad  at  me  for  say¬ 
ing  this.  The  reason  the  airlines  do  not 
use  Friendship  is  as  plain  as  the  nose 
on  your  face.  People  coming  to  Wash¬ 
ington  from  all  over  the  world  do  not 
want  to  get  off  at  Baltimore.  What  is 
the  matter  with  that? 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FLOOD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  Who  operates  the 
Washington  National  Airport? 

Mr.  FLOOD.  The  United  States  Gov¬ 
ernment. 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  The  CAA? 

Mr.  FLOOD.  The  United  States  Gov¬ 
ernment. 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  Is  it  run  by  the  CAA? 

Mr.  FLOOD.  It  is  the  only  airport  in 
the  United  States  run  by  the  United 
States  Government. 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  Run  by  the  CAA? 

Mr.  FLOOD.  I  said,  “No.”  Let  us  not 
argue  about  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Flood]  has  expired. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Michi¬ 
gan  [Mr.  Ford]. 

(Mr.  FORD  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  FORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  wish  to 
concur  in  the  amount  which  has  been 
made  available  for  the  Department  of 
the  Army  for  military  construction,  and 
subscribe  generally  to  the  findings  of  the 
committee  with  reference  to  military 
construction  funds  overall. 

I  think  it  is  important,  however,  to 
say  in  addition  to  that,  a  few  words 
concerning  the  committee  language  on 
page  25  of  the  committee  report  with 
reference  to  the  Air  Force  Academy.  The 
gentleman  from  Kansas  has  ably  touch¬ 
ed  on  that  subject.  He  is  an  expert  to 
a  high  degree  in  the  problem,  as  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Board  of  Visitors  and  as  a 
member  of  the  Air  Force  Panel.  But  I 
would  like  to  call  attention  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  to  the  language  of  the  report. 
It  reads  as  follows: 

Some  members  of  the  committee  are  dis¬ 
turbed  by  what  appears  to  be  a  lack  of  con¬ 
cern  for  cost  factors  by  the  Department  of 
the  Air  Force  in  the  planning,  construction, 
and  furnishing  of  the  Air  Academy. 

Then  the  report  goes  on : 

The  Academy  should  be  a  first-class  fa¬ 
cility  in  which  the  American  people  can 
take  pride;  but  it  should  not  be  a  monu¬ 
ment  to  governmental  extravagance. 

Then  further  on  the  committee  report 
says: 

Hearings  over  the  past  several  years  will  re¬ 
veal  that  the  Congress  and  American  people 
were  sold  an  Air  Force  Academy  that  was  not 
to  exceed  the  total  cost  of  $126  million.  Yet, 
these  previous  commitments  appear  to  have 
been  largely  ignored  by  responsible  Air  Force 
officials  and  the  Congress  is  now  requested  to 
approve  additional  millions  for  this  insti¬ 
tution. 

The  best  evidence  of  what  the  com¬ 
mittee  has  said  is  the  testimony  that  ap¬ 
pears  in  the  military  construction  appro¬ 
priation  hearings  for  the  Department  of 
the  Air  Force,  beginning  on  page  136  and 


ending  on  page  162.  On  page  140  it  is 
indicated  that  the  original  cost  would 
be  $126  million.  The  estimated  cost  at 
the  present  time  is  $147,926,000.  It  is 
admitted  by  any  and  every  responsible 
person  of  those  who  know  anything 
about  it  that  the  total  cost  eventually  will 
be  well  over  $200  million  and  probably 
closer  to  $300  million.  So  I  disagree  with 
at  least  a  part  of  the  language  in  the 
committee  report.  I  have  some  concern 
that  this  Academy  when  completed 
could  be  a  monument  to  governmental 
extravagance. 

Let  me  just  point  out  one  item  that 
leads  me  to  that  conclusion.  In  the 
budget  submission  for  the  Air  Force 
Academy  they  asked  for  authority  to 
build  a  superintendent’s  home  that 
would  cost  $97,500.  They  already  have 
an  authorization  to  build  a  superintend¬ 
ent’s  home  for  $75,000.  They  could  not 
get  along  with  that  amount,  $75,000,  to 
build  a  home,  when  the  cost  excluded  the 
cost  of  utilities,  land  acquisition,  and  a 
few  other  incidentals. 

So  the  Air  Force  came  back  for  author¬ 
ity  to,  spend  $97,500  for  that  particular 
project,  one  home  for  the  superintend¬ 
ent.  Fortunately  the  committee  refused 
to  increase  the  limitation.  The  super¬ 
intendent,  thus,  whoever  he  might  be, 
will  be  required  to  live  in  a  house  cost¬ 
ing  $75,000  exclusive  of  land  costs,  utili¬ 
ty  costs,  and  other  incidental  costs. 

I  just  use  that  as  an  illustration  of 
what  I  said  earlier,  that  I  am  convinced 
the  Air  Force  officials  have  been  derelict 
in  their  responsibility  to  keep  this  Acad¬ 
emy  within  the  original  cost  estimates 
that  were  submitted  to  the  Congress. 
The  late  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force,  Mr. 
Talbott,  in  the  hearings  before  this  com¬ 
mittee  several  years  ago,  promised  that 
$126  million  would  be  the  total  cost  of 
the  Academy.  This  figure  is  out  the 
window  and  the  final  cost  will  be  at  least 
$200  million  unless  Congress  puts  it  foot 
down.  i 

I  wish  to  make  one  other  comment  in 
reference  to  another  matter  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Maryland,  Mr.  Miller, 
brought  out.  As  I  understand,  there  are 
no  funds  in  this  bill  for  the  initiation  of 
construction  of  air  facilities  at  the  Naval 
Academy.  If  that  be  true  it  is  my  un¬ 
derstanding  that  no  construction  on  an 
airfield  could  be  initiated  by  the  Navy 
Department  during  fiscal  1958.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  You  are  absolutely 
correct. 

Mr.  SIKES.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FORD.  Yes;  I  shall  be  very  glad 
to  yield. 

Mr.  SIKES.  In  connection  with  the 
statement  just  made  by  my  colleague 
from  California  and  the  inquiry  brought 
out  by  the  gentleman  from  Michigan, 
may  I  call  to  your  attention  section  211 
of  the  bill  which  states  that  none  of  the 
funds  appropriated  in  this  chapter  may 
be  used  to  begin  construction  on  new 
bases  for  which  specific  appropriations 
have  not  been  made.  I  think  that  very 
conclusively  closes  the  door  on  any  new 
construction  for  which  this  committee 
had  not  appropriated  money. 


August  6 

Mr.  FORD.  I  think  that,  plus  the 
statement  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia,  would  certainly  make  it  impos¬ 
sible  for  the  Navy  Department  to  initiate 
construction  in  fiscal  1958  of  an  airfield 
at  the  Naval  Academy. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FORD.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  While  you  are  on 
this  particular  discussion  there  is  some¬ 
thing  that  should  be  mentioned  which 
has  come  to  our  attention  from  year  to 
year  as  we  scrutinize  the  appropriations 
very  carefully.  I  would  like  to  suggest 
to  my  colleagues  in  the  House  that  it 
might  be  well  for  them  to  do  some  close 
scrutinizing  at  the  time  legislative  au¬ 
thorizations  are  made.  If  that  were 
done  we  would  not  have  to  pay  so  much 
attention  to  them  later. 

Mr.  FORD.  I  think  my  views  would 
coincide  with  those  of  the  gentleman 
from  California. 

One  other  item  from  page  29  of  the 
committee  report.  We  are  dealing  with 
foreign  operations,  the  administration 
of  the  Ryukyu  Islands,  Okinawa,  and 
related  problems.  The  budget  request 
was  for  a  little  more  than  $3,500,000. 
The  committee  cut  over  $1  million  from 
that  request.  Included  in  the  request 
was  an  amount  of  $1  million  for  re¬ 
plenishment  of,  or  an  addition  to,  the 
loan  fund  out  there  which  had  been  gen¬ 
erated  in  the  first  instance  by  counter¬ 
part  funds  and  so  forth. 

The  committee,  I  think  quite  properly 
deleted  that  $1  million.  They  have 
about  $19  million,  as  I  recall,  available 
from  this  previous  funding.  That  should 
be  adequate.  There  was,  however,  a  re¬ 
quest  for  $9,200,000  for  'a  new  electric 
powerplant  for  the  Ryukyu  Islands. 
The  committee  deleted  that  amount. 
There  was  in  the  testimony  presented 
substantial  justification  for  that  dele¬ 
tion.  However,  in  the  months  ahead  I 
think  we  ought  to  check  and  double 
check  to  see  whether  or  not  in  our  great 
military  complex  we  have  in  the  Ryu- 
kyus  we  might  not  need  that  power- 
plant,  if  not  now,  maybe  in  a  year  from 
now. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  has  expired. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
the  gentleman  1  additional  minute. 

Mr.  FORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not 
think  we  made  a  mistake  in  this  recom¬ 
mendation,  but  it  is  the  committee’s  re¬ 
sponsibility  to .  do  some  additional  in¬ 
vestigating  and,  certainly,  if  we  need 
this  additional  powerplant  for  our  vast 
military  operations  in  that  area,  the 
Congress  should  not  be  reluctant  to 
make  this  additional  money  available  for 
that  purpose. 

I  hope  the  committee  will  undertake 
such  an  investigation  and  if  we  have 
made  an  error  we  will  be  the  first  to^ 
correct  it. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Mary¬ 
land  [Mr.  Lankford], 

Mr.  LANKFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
take  this  opportunity  to  address  myself 
to  chapter  I  of  the  pending  bill.  At  the 
outset  I  would  like  to  remind  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Flood]  that 
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I  have  the  utmost  regard  for  my  political 
neck  as  well  as  the  utmost  regard  for  the 
safety  of  my  neck  while  I  am  flying.  It  is 
for  the  latter  reason  I  take  the  floor  to¬ 
day. 

The  report  on  this  bill  says  that  the 
only  reason  for  this  appropriation  is  air 
safety.  It  then  goes  on  to  say  that  the 
Washington  National  Airport  has  twice 
as  many  landings  and  takeoffs  as  its 
rated  capacity.  It  goes  on  to  say  further 
that  by  1960  there  will  be  a  50  percent 
increase  in  this  traffic.  If  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Authority  and  those  of  us  here 
in  Congress  are  directly  interested  in  the 
safety  of  the  flying  public,  the  thing  to  do 
is  to  utilize  Friendship  National  Airport 
in  Maryland  now  and  not  wait  3  years  for 
the  Burke  Airport  to  be  built. 

I  am  not  opposed  to  Burke  Airport  per 
se.  I  agree  with  my  colleage  from 
Maryland  [Mr.  Miller]  that  we  will 
probably  need  a  third  airport  in  this  area 
in  the  very  near  future,  but  since  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  has  not  seen 
fit  to  accept  the  recommendations  of  the 
Congress  and  use  the  facilities  that  are 
already  provided  at  Friendship  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  it  seems  to  me  that  we 
must  take  drastic  steps  to  force  them  to 
do  it.  The  only  way  we  can  do  that  is, 
much  against  our  will,  to  oppose  the 
Burke  Airport.  If  they  do  not  get  Burke 
they  are  going  to  have  to  use  Friend¬ 
ship,  and  there  is  absolutely  no  reason 
for  having  a  perfectly  good  facility  stand¬ 
ing  idle  over  in  Maryland. 

Objection  has  been  made  to  the  time 
it  takes  to  get  from  Washington  to 
Friendship  International  Airport.  May  I 
remind  the  members  of  this  Committee 
that  the  O’Hare  field  in  Chicago,  a 
brandnew  field,  is  1  hour  and  15  minutes 
distant  from  the  center  of  the  city  of 
Chicago.  May  I  also  remind  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  this  Committee  that  I  do  not 
believe  that,  in  computing  the  time  it 
takes  to  get  from  the  Burke  site  to  the 
center  of  the  city  of  Washington,  the  con- 
gesion  created  by  the  Pentagon  and  other 
Federal  office  buildings  has  been  taken 
into  consideration. 

Let  me  read  a  short  excerpt  from  an 
article  which  recently  appeared  in  my 
hometown  paper: 

As  a  reporter  covering  the  Virginia  area 
lor  a  Washington  newspaper  for  many  years, 
we  had  occasion  to  tackle  the  rush-hour 
jam  several  times  a  week.  And  there  have 
been  many  times  when  we  found  it  took  us 
as  much  as  40  minutes  to  travel  the  6  miles 
from  Arlington,  Va.,  to  our  office  in  down¬ 
town  Washington.  The  Burke  site  is  some  18 
miles  from  Washington. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LANKFORD.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland.  The  testi¬ 
mony  on  page  616  of  the  hearings  indi¬ 
cates,  and  you  may  say.  this  is  the  tes¬ 
timony  of  hostile  witnesses,  that  the 
time'  from  Friendship  to  downtown 
Washington  would  be  about  47 ',4  min¬ 
utes. 

Mr.  LANKFORD.  That,  I  believe,  is 
correct. 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LANKFORD.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Arizona. 


Mr.  RHODES  of  Arizona.  I  have  been 
worried,  as  I  think  some  of  the  Mem¬ 
bers  have,  about  the  airspace  problem. 
Is  not  Burke  too  close  to  Washington  Na¬ 
tional  Airport  to  alleviate  the  problem? 

Mr.  LANKFORD.  I  am  informed  that 
the  Burke  site  is  some  12  air-miles  from 
National  Airport. 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Arizona.  Is  that  near 
enough  or  far  enough  away  to  alleviate 
the  problem? 

Mr.  LANKFORD.  That  is  too  close 
in  my  book. 

Mr.  BROYHILL.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
gentleman  will  yield,  the  CAA  experts 
said  that  16  miles  is  the  minimum  dis¬ 
tance  between  airports  for  minimum 
safety. 

Mr.  LANKFORD.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LANKFORD.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  KEATING.  I  have  occasion  to 
stop  at  the  Friendship  Airport  quite  fre¬ 
quently,  and  I  have  always  been  dis¬ 
tressed  by  the  feeling  that  it  was  some¬ 
what  of  a  wasteful  facility  in  that  it  is 
not  as  busy  an  airport  as  you  could  ex¬ 
pect  for  such  a  big  installation.  I  am 
very  sympathetic  about  using  that  more 
than  we  do.  Does  the  gentleman  have 
figures  on  the  length  of  time  it  takes  to 
come  from  there  in  to  the  center  of 
Washington?  I  know  that  is  the  objec¬ 
tion  which  we  hear. 

Mr.  LANKFORD.  The  testimony  is 
that  it  was  47  minutes. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland.  The  testi¬ 
mony  was  that  in  normal  times  it  was 
47  y2  minutes,  and  I  think  the  maximum 
time  was  about  54  y2  minutes. 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  I  would  like  to  an¬ 
swer  that  question.  Last  year  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  made  the  trip  to 
Washington.  We  left  Friendship  and  we 
came  to  the  House  Office  Building  in  49 
minutes,  and  we  had  9  stop  signs  after 
we  hit  Bladensburg  Road.  With  the  9 
stop  signs,  without  violating  any  speed 
laws,  we  made  it  in  49  minutes. 

Mr.  KEATING.  What  is  the  com¬ 
parable  length  of  time  from  the  Burke 
airport? 

Mr.  LANKFORD.  I  am  informed  that 
the  time  is  about  8  minutes  less;  8  to  10 
minutes  less. 

Let  me  say  one  more  thing  in  closing. 
If  the  name  of  Baltimore  is  so  repugnant 
to  the  air  traveling  public  as  my  good 
friend,  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  [Mr.  Flood!  has  indicated,  I 
might  add  that  that  is  a  very  simply 
thing  to  correct.  We  can  make  it  a 
joint  airport  for  Baltimore  and  Wash¬ 
ington. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland.  Is  it  not  a 
fact  that  the  question  of  5  or  10  or  15 
minutes  on  the  ground  is  as  nothing 
compared  with  sometimes  hours  that  are 
spent  circling  around  here  due  to  the 
congestion  when  the  planes  cannot 
come  in? 

Mr.  LANKFORD.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland.  And  the 
overall  saving  would  be  much  greater  if 
they  used  Friendship. 

Mr.  LANKFORD.  As  a  safety  factor, 
for  my  money,  I  would  rather  spend  8 
minutes  additional  on  the  ground  than 
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dodging  airplanes  over  the  National  Air¬ 
port.  And,  I  am  concerned  about  the 
safety  of  the  flying  public,  and  that  is 
why  I  am  opposing  this  airport  today  by 
forcing  the  authorities  to  use  Friendship 
Airport.  I  am  not  opposed  to  Burke 
per  se,  as  I  said  before. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Vir¬ 
ginia  [Mr.  Broyhill], 

Mr.  BROYHILL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
also  rise  in  opposition  to  chapter  1  of 
the  bill,  providing  appropriations  for 
the  construction  of  an  airport  at  Burke. 
I  understand  there  is  going  to  be  an  ef¬ 
fort  made  to  strike  chapter  1  on  a  point 
of  order.  If  that  fails,  of  course,  an 
amendment  will  be  offered  to  strike 
chapter  1. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  feel  that  this  appro¬ 
priation  should  go  down  in  the  records 
as  being  the  biggest  waste  of  funds  in 
this  session  of  the  Congress.  In  the  first 
place,  the  $12.5  million  called  for  in  the 
bill  is  insufficient.  The  CAA  people  have 
estimated  that  the  airport  would  cost 
a  minimum  of  $50  million  exclusive  of 
the  hangars,  and  the  estimates  as  to 
the  total  cost  of  the  airport  vary  from 
$75  million  up  to  as  high  as  $150  million. 

We  who  represent  the  people  of  the 
metropolitan  area  of  Washington  are 
not  unconscious  of  the  air  traffic  prob¬ 
lem.  We  are  very  much  concerned  with 
the  problem.  We  represent  the  people 
of  the  metropolitan  area  of  Washington 
and  certainly  no  one  could  be  more  con¬ 
cerned  about  their  safety,  welfare,  and 
comfort. 

However,  I  would  like  to  submit  that 
there  are  many  other  facilities  here 
which  could  be  used  in  the  solution  of 
this  problem.  Friendship  Airport  has 
been  mentioned.  Andrews  Air  Force 
Base  could  be  used  for  commercial  use 
rather  than  military  use.  It  is  certainly 
close  in  to  Washington  and  would  be 
convenient.  Then  there  is  the  Bolling 
Air  Force  Base  and  Anacostia.  There 
are  several  major  facilities  in  the  area 
which  are  not  being  used  for  commer¬ 
cial  use. 

The  building  of  another  airport  would 
not  relieve  the  congestion  in  the  air 
here  at  the  present  time.  It  has  been 
stated  that  there  were  34  near  misses 
in  the  last  year  in  this  area,  but  25  of 
those  involved  military  aircraft. 

You  may  recall  the  tragedy  of  1950 
that  started  a  discussion  of  this  whole 
problem,  and  which  initiated  the  pro¬ 
posal  for  Burke  Airport.  It  involved  a 
collision  between  a  commercial  airplane 
and  a  military  airplane  piloted  by  a 
Bolivian  pilot.  The  question  I  would 
like  to  ask  is,  What  was  the  military 
pilot  doing  at  a  commercial  airport  at 
that  time? 

Building  new  commercial  airports  will 
not  alleviate  that  problem.  I  submit 
that  if  we  had  several  additional  airports 
it  would  not  alleviate  the  air  congestion 
in  the  metropolitan  area  of  Washing¬ 
ton.  But  if  additional  airports  are 
needed,  certainly  the  Burke  site  is  too 
close  for  air  safety. 

As  has  been  pointed  out  here,  it  is 
only  12  miles  from  Washington.  The 
CAA  experts  state  that  16  miles  is  the 
minimum  distance  for  air  safety  be- 
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tween  airports.  They  have  an  air 
safety  plan  which  shows  how  they  can 
thread  the  eye  of  a  needle  coming  into 
an  airport,  that  they  could  bring  them 
In  to  Burke  Airfield  without  confusion 
with  the  National  Airport,  but  when  they 
are  flying  in  instrument  weather,  I  sub¬ 
mit  that  with  increasing  air  traffic  here, 
it  will  create  a  hazard  to  have  an  air¬ 
port  located  that  close.  If  another  air¬ 
port  is  necessary,  I  submit  Burke  is  not 
the  proper  site,  because  it  is  too  costly. 
It  is  a  highly  developed  residential  area 
right  now.  The  cost  of  the  raw  land 
would  be  excessive.  Also,  the  terrain 
is  not  adaptable  for  the  use  of  an  air¬ 
port.  One  does  not  have  to  be  an  aero¬ 
nautical  engineer  to  know  that  the  ter¬ 
rain  is  not  suitable,  when  there  is  a 
difference  of  as  much  as  200  feet  in  eleva¬ 
tion  on  the  site,  when  you  would  have 
to  cut  down  hills  and  fill  in  valleys,  be¬ 
cause  that  would  run  the  cost  excessively 
high,  several  million  dollars  additional. 

I  submit  that  if  an  airport'  has  to  be 
built,  it  should  be  an  area  airport,  like 
Friendship.  We  have  to  get  out  20  or 
25  miles.  What  is  10  or  15  minutes  of 
ground  travel  time,  when  the  airlines  do 
not  always  run  on  schedule  as  it  is? 
Certainly,  we  have  to  take  into  consid¬ 
eration  community  plans.  We  have  got 
to  consider  limited  access  freeways,  mass 
transit  systems,  helicopter  service,  and 
factors  of  that  kTnd,  to  bring  the  com¬ 
muters  from  these  airports  into  the 
downtown  area  of  the  specific  metro¬ 
politan  area.  These  airports  should  be 
designed  to  serve  vast  metropolitan  areas 
and  not  one  particular  hotel,  such  as  the 
Statler  Hotel  which  has  been  used  as 
the  zero  point  to  get  to  from  these  air¬ 
ports,  in  all  of  the  studies  that  have  been 
made  up  to  this  point. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROYHILL.  If  the  gentleman 
will  be  brief. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  May  I 
point  out  that  the  interest  alone,  at  a 
basic  rate  of  4  percent,  on  a  $75  million 
investment,  would  be  $3  million  a  year 
or  $25,000  for  every  day  of  the  year.  In 
my  opinion,  that  $25,000  a  day  could  be 
much  better  used  to  provide  a  helicopter 
service,  such  as  the  gentleman  men¬ 
tioned,  or  could  be  used  to  enlarge  the 
road  system  from  here  into  Friendship. 

Mr.  BROYHILL.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man  for  that  contribution.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  should  like  to  make  one  more 
point.  In  the  act  of  1950,  Public  Law 
762  of  the  81st  Congress,  Congress  in¬ 
structed  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  to 
check  with  the  local  communities  before 
any  site  was  selected.  The  act  states : 

Provided  further.  That  the  choice  of  site 
by  the  Secretary  shall  be  made  only  after 
consultation  with  the  governing  body  in  the 
country  in  which  the  airport  is  to  be  located, 
with  respect  to  the  suitability  of  the  site  to 
be  selected,  and  its  possible  impact  on  the 
vicinity. 

The  Secretary  of  Commerce  has  not 
checked  with  the  community  involved. 
In  fact,  the  Fairfax  County  governing 
body  has  in  six  resolutions  opposed  the 
construction  of  an  airport  at  Burke.  The 
Congress  in  1950  was  concerned  about 
the  local  comunity.  I  believe  you  are 


likewise  concerned  about  the  impact  on 
the  local  community  today.  ' 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Bowl. 

(Mr.  BOW  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  BOW.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
asked  for  this  time  as  a  member  of  the 
subcommittee  that  handled  the  Burke 
Airport  to  see  if  I  cannot  clear  up  some 
of  the  questions  that  have  been  raised. 

It  seems  to  me  we  are  sort  of  getting 
back  to  where  we  attempted  to  build 
bridges  or  tunnels  several  days  ago.  My 
good  friend,  the  gentleman  from  Vir¬ 
ginia  [Mr.  Broyhill],  has  just  suggested 
that  we  should  move  this  airport  at  least 
20  miles  farther  out,  that  it  would  add 
only  about  10  minutes’  driving  time  com¬ 
ing  into  town.  The  gentleman  is  sug¬ 
gesting  that  we  will  come  from  the  air¬ 
port  at  120  miles  an  hour.  That  is  the 
kind  of  figures  we  are  having  here  to¬ 
day. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  How  are  you  going 
to  get  across  the  river? 

Mr.  BOW.  If  that  120  miles  an  hour 
crosses  the  river,  you  are  going  to  have 
trouble.  But  that  is  what  we  have. 

What  are  the  facts?  Friendship  Air¬ 
port  is  a  good  airport.  It  is  existing  and 
able  to  be  operated  right  now,  and  some 
flights  should  be  going  into  Friendship 
today,  there  is  no  question  about  that. 
I  would  join  with  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Thomas],  the  acting  chair¬ 
man  of  this  subcommittee,  in  urging  that 
the  long-distance  flights  go  into  that  air¬ 
port.  The  suggestion  that  the  name  of 
Baltimore-Washington  is  a  good  one.  In 
my  district,  in  my  own  hometown,  we 
have  the  Akron-Canton  Airport,  which 
has  satisfied  the  people  of  those  cities 
that  they  have  an  airport.  I  think  it 
is  a  good  idea. 

What  are  the  facts  about  Friend¬ 
ship?  It  has  been  suggested  here  that 
Friendship  is  an  ideal  airport  but  it 
would  cost  the  Government  a  lot  of 
money.  I  can  assure  my  colleagues  the 
grass  is  not  growing  on  the  runways  at 
Friendship.  At  the  present  time  there 
are  164,000  flights  a  year  on  Friend¬ 
ship  Airport.  That  is  the  traffic  count 
today,  164,000  a  year.  The  National  Air¬ 
port  has  280,000,  but  only  a  few  years 
ago,  in  1951,  the  traffic  at  National  Air¬ 
port  in  Washington  was  only  164,000.  So 
you  do  have  an  active  airport.  • 

The  statement  has  been  made  here 
that  Friendship  cost  about  $75  million 
of  Federal  funds.  The  fact  of  the  mat¬ 
ter  is  that  the  Federal  Government  has 
invested  in  Friendship  $3,041,810,  so  the 
contribution  in  Friendship  is  $3  million. 
There  is  an  airport  there  with  164,- 
000  flights  and  an  investment  by  the 
Federal  Government  of  $3  million.  Bal¬ 
timore  has  paid  the  balance. 

My  concern  in  this  matter  is  somewhat 
of  today,  but  I  am  concerned  also  about 
3  or  4  years  from  now.  I  join  in  the  be¬ 
lief,  as  I  have  said,  and  I  reiterate,  that 
Friendship  should  be  used.  But  the  jet 
aircraft  is  coming.  Three  years  from 
now  you  will  be  able  to  use  almost  to 
capacity  National,  Friendship,  and 
Burke.  With  tfle  jet  aircraft  coming,  by 
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I960  you  will  have  in  the  metropolitan 
Washington  area  a  matter  of  80  landings 
and  takeoffs  an  hour.  So  you  are  going 
to  be  down  to  where  you  must  have  the 
facilities  not  only  of  Friendship  but  the 
additional  airport,  particularly  when  you 
get  into  the  question  of  the  use  of  jets. 
You  no  longer  can  take  them  up  as  we 
do  now  over  an  area,  you  are  going  to 
have  to  be  able  to  come  in  and  land. 
So  let  us  not  attempt  to  affect  the  future 
of  the  Capital  by  stopping  Burke.  You 
are  not  going  to  be  able  to  force  them 
into  Friendship  by  defeating  this  appro¬ 
priation.  The  question  of  the  distance 
between  National  and  Burke  has  been 
mentioned.  It  has  been  stated  here  by 
1  Member,  I  think,  that  it  was  12  miles. 
Another  Member  said  it  was  14  miles, 
because  the  safety  factor  is  16  miles. 
The  actual  records  show  that ‘the  dis¬ 
tance  between  Burke  and  National  is  19 
miles.  So  I  want  to  get  that  clear. 

Mr.  LANKFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BOW.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANKFORD.  The  gentleman 
quoted  figures  showing  the  number  of 
flights  per  year,  but  does  the  gentleman 
know  the  percentage  of  use  of  Friend¬ 
ship  Airport?  If  the  gentleman  does  not 
have  that  figure,  I  can  give  it  to  him. 

Mr.  BOW.  Does  the  gentleman  mean 
by  that  the  number  of  flights  of  different 
categories? 

Mr.  LANKFORD.  No;  I  am  referring 
to  the  percentage  of  capacity.  The  num¬ 
bers  of  flights  do  not  mean  anything, 
but  the  percentage  of  capacity  gives  a 
more  realistic  picture  of  the  situation. 

Mr.  BOW.  Yes;  I  think  the  members 
of  the  committee  should  know  that 
figure. 

Mr.  LANKFORD.  The  percentage  of 
use  of  the  capacity  of  Friendship  Airport 
is  about  one-third.  Therefore,  there  is 
about  two-thirds  unused  capacity  at  that 
airport. 

Mr.  BOW.  I  think  the  gentleman  is 
right.  You  see,  there  is  that  unused 
capacity.  I  think  we  ought  to  be  putting 
these  planes  in.  But,  let  us  asume  now 
that  we  do  put  these  planes  in  and  we 
begin  to  operate  out  of  Friendship.  Now, 
let  us  look  forward.  Baltimore  is  going 
to  grow.  The  Nations  Capital  is  going  to 
grow.  So  we  come  to  the  point  where  you 
no  longer  have  adequate  facilities  and 
we  begin  to  create  a  hazard  over  Balti¬ 
more  with  the  jets  coming  in  and  with 
the  flight  pattern  there  becoming 
crowded  over  Baltimore.  I  am  sure  the 
gentleman  will  say  in  that  event  that  he 
would  rather  have  Burke.  As  I  visualize 
this,  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman,  in 
international  flights,  and  I  am  talking 
now  about  2  or  3  or  4  years  from  now, 
international  flights  will  come  into 
Friendship.  The  short  flights  from  New 
York,  Philadelphia  and  other  cities  wifi 
be  coming  into  Washington.  Then,  into 
Burke  Airport  would  come  the  trans¬ 
continental  and  other  flights  of  that 
kind  and  some  of  them,  probably,  coming 
into  Friendship.  Now,  you  do  have  a 
pattern  at  Friendship  of  north  and  south 
traffic  from  New  York  to  Miami  and  New 
York  to  Norfolk  and  other  flights  flying 
over  Friendship.  So  you  do  have  a 
crowded  traffic  pattern  there.  If  we 
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bring  these  other  flights  in  that  increase, 
by  going  out  to  the  west  these  19  miles 
beyond,  gives  you  a  better  flight  pattern 
for  transcontinental  flights  and  the  long 
flights. 

Mr.  LANKFORD.  I  cannot  quarrel,  of 
course,  with  the  gentleman’s  premise  of 
the  possible  need  in  the  future  of  a  third 
airport.  However,  I  must  ask  the  gentle¬ 
man  this  question.  Can  the  gentleman 
suggest  any  better  way  to  make  the 
proper  authorities  make  use  of  Friend¬ 
ship  as  a  mandatory  matter.  That  is  all 
we  are  after.  The  CAB  has  flouted  the 
will  of  the  Congress.  The  reason  is 
simply  that  the  airlines  do  not  want  to 
take  the  trouble  to  change  their 
schedules. 

Mr.  BOW.  Just  so  the  record  will  be 
straight  on  that,  I  think  the  Congress 
should  do  it,  but  I  would  hate  to  see  this 
appropriation  bill,  where  we  all  admit  the 
possible  need  within  3  or  4  years  of  the 
additional  airport,  being  used  for  that 
purpose.  I  think  some  other  committee 
of  the  Congress  by  legislation  could  do  it, 
but  certainly  it  seems  to  me  we  should 
not  do  it  in  this  manner  so  that  perhaps 

3  years  fi-om  now  the  jets  that  would 
come  into  Washington  will  be  setting 
someplace  else  and  being  used  otherwise 
because  there  is  no  facility  here  for  them. 

Mr.  LANKFORD.  I  could  not  agree 
with  the  gentleman  more,  but  what  I 
am  interested  in  is  safety  in  air  travel 
now  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  BOW.  I  am  too. 

Mr.  LANKFORD.  As  I  say,  I  am  in¬ 
terested  in  safety  in  air  travel  now  and 
not  3  years  from  now. 

Mr.  BOW.  And  I  am  also  interested 
in  safety  in  air  travel  now. 

Mr.  LANKFORD.  We  have  the  facil¬ 
ity  now  in  being  and  ready  to  be  used 
this  afternoon,  if  they  want  to  use  it. 

Mr.  BOW.  I  am  interested  in  air 
safety  now  and  3  years  from  now  and 
any  other  time,  if  we  can  hkve  it.  I  say 
the  important  thing  is  not  to  put  our¬ 
selves  in  the  position  3  years  from  now 
that  we  cannot  have  proper  air  travel 
into  the  Nation’s  capital. 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BOW.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  The  gentleman  speaks 
as  if  this  was  something  new  and  that 
they  are  just  now  asking  for  Burke  air¬ 
port.  As  I  understand  it,  they  have  been 
asking  for  an  airport  at  Burke  for  about 

4  or  5  years  and  they  said  they  were  over¬ 
crowded  then  and  still  the  CAB  will  not 
utilize  Friendship  Airport.  So  how  can 
we  know  that  they  will  ever  use  it? 

Mr.  BOW.  I  would  like  to  say  this  to 
the  gentleman — the  gentleman  asked 
who  is  for  this  airport.  It  has  been  said 
that  nobody  over  there  wants  it.  Let 
me  read  who  wants  an  airport  at  Burke : 

The  Fairfax  County  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
the  Alexandria  Chamber  of  Commerce,  the 
Fairfax-Falls  Church  J.  C.,  the  Mount  Ver¬ 
non-Lee  Chamber  of  Commerce,  the  Greater 
Falls  Church  Chamber  of  Commerce,  the 
Arlington  Chamber  of  Commerce,  the  An- 
nandale  Businessmen’s  Association,  the 
Northern  Virginia  Builders’  Association,  the 
Alexandria-Arlington-Fairfax  Real  Estate 
Board,  the  Alexandria  Contractor’s  Associa¬ 
tion  and  the  Alexandria  Retail  Merchants’ 
Association. 


The  gentleman  asked  me  who  wants 
Burke?  There  are  some  of  the  people 
who  want  an  airport  there.  They  live 
in  and  near  Burke.  There  ax-e  a  number 
of  others  who  also  have  indicated  their 
desire  to  have  the  Burke  Airport.  So 
when  you  talk  about  nobody  wanting  it, 
there  are  a  number  of  people  who  want 
it,  and  somebody  has  suggested  the 
President  wants  it. 

Mr.  FALLON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
-gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BOW.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Maryland. 

Mr.  FALLON.  I  agree  with  the  gen¬ 
tleman  on  the  list  of  fine  organizations 
from  Virginia  that  want  the  Burke  air 
site.  I  think  the  same  thing  happened 
in  Maryland  about  6  or  7  years  ago  when 
a  number  of  organizations  wanted  a  new 
airport  for  Baltimore.  So  they  built  one. 
Of  course  they  had  the  regular  aid  from 
the  Federal  Government.  The  Federal 
Government  put  up  over  $3  million  and 
the  city  of  Baltimore  put  over  $12  mil¬ 
lion.  They  put  up  $12  million  and  are 
paying  for  it.  Between  40,000  and  50,000 
flights  are  booked  in  Baltimore  each  year 
that  have  to  go  to  Washington  in  order 
to  board  their  flight.  Our  people  have 
bought  the  airport  and  have  paid  for  it 
and  cannot  use  it.  You  are  asking  the 
same  people  to  put  up  the  money  to  pay 
for  an  airport  at  Burke,  50  miles  from 
Baltimore.  \ 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  has  been  conserva¬ 
tively  estimated  that  the  Burke  Airport 
project  under  consideration  by  tl^e  House 
today  will  ultimately  cost  the  taxpayers 
of  this  country  $50  million  or  more.  As 
you  may  recall,  this  project  has  been  be¬ 
fore  us  on  several  occasions,  and  the 
House  has  consistently  voted  it  down  by 
better  than  a  3-to-l  margin.  This  ac- 
.  tion  was  done  on  the  basis  that  Friend¬ 
ship  Airport,  near  Baltimore,  could  ade¬ 
quately  serve  as  a  supplementary  airport 
for  Washington. 

Since  that  time,  additional  tests  and 
travel  time  studies  have  been  made,  the 
results  of  which  deflniteley  prove  that  the 
Congress  was  right  in  its  thinking  and 
the  action  taken. 

In  connection  with  my  efforts  for  the 
greater  utilization  of  Friendship,  I  have 
introduced  in  the  Congress  legislation 
calling  for  the  establishment  of  a  heli¬ 
port  in  downtown  Washington.  My  bill 
is  presently  under  consideration  by  the' 
House  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce 
Committee.  I  have  recently  been  ad¬ 
vised  by  the  Department  of  the  Air  Force 
that  they  have  no  objection  to  it.  There 
is,  I  believe,  great  need  for  a  downtown 
heliport  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Helicopter  service  between  Friendship 
International  Airport  and  downtown 
Baltimore  has  recently  been  inaugurated 
and  is  proving  to  be  a  most  progressive 
step  for  Baltimore  and  the  Airport.  As 
you  may  have  noticed  in  the  press,  a  heli¬ 
copter  recently  brought  distinguished 
visitors  from  Baltimore  to  Washington 
landing  them  on  the  Mall.  The  trip 
from  Baltimore  was  made-  in  approxi¬ 
mately  20  minutes,  and  the  distance  be¬ 
tween  Friendship  International  Airport 
and  Capitol  Hill  was  made  in  about  10 
minutes,  thus  pointing  up  the  advantages 


offered  by  Friendship  to  air  travelers  of 
the  Washington-Baltimore  area.  Heli¬ 
copter  service  will  make  Baltimore  and 
Washington  one  large  metropolitan  area 
as  far  as  air  transportation  is  concerned. 
It  is,  in  my  opinion,  definitely  the  answer 
to  short-i'un  transportation  needs.  The 
establishment  of  helicopter  service  would 
certainly  substantially  weaken  the  al¬ 
ways  questionable  need  for  a  new  airport 
at  Burke.  , 

Of  major  importance,  also,  is  the  fact 
that  the  Baltimore-Washington  Parkway 
is  now  completed,  which  connects  with 
the  Friendship  Airport.  With  the  open¬ 
ing  of  this  highway,  linking  Washington 
directly  with  the  most  modern  airport  in 
the  country — I  refer  to  the  Friendship 
International  Airport,  capable  of  han¬ 
dling  for  many  years  to  come  all  overflow 
traffic  from  the  Washington  National 
Airport,  why,  then,  is  it  necessary  to 
build  such  a  costly  separate  facility  as 
the  Burke  Airport  would  be? 

As  far  back  as  1949  I  protested  to  f6r- 
mer  President  Truman  the  construction 
and  operation  of  a  third  airport  to  serve 
the  commercial  air  traffic  of  the  Wash¬ 
ington-Baltimore  region.  At  that  time 
it  was  proposed  to  build  a  Federal  airport 
at  Annandale,  Va.  I  pointed  out  to  him 
that  it  would  be  a  wasteful  use  of  public 
funds  to  build  an  airport  at  Annandale, 
or  any  other  place  in  the  Washington 
area,  when  the  Friendship  International 
Airport  would  adequately  solve  the  air- 
traffic  problem  in  this  vicinity.  In  be¬ 
half  of  the  city  of  Baltimore  and  the 
State  of  Maryland,  I  earnestly  urged  him 
to  reconsider  his  decision  in  the  matter. 
The  statement  that  I  made  then  is  true 
about  the  Burke  Airport  project.  As  a 
member  of  the  Public  Works  Committee, 
I  have  consistently  worked  for  projects 
which  are  necessary  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est.  However,  the  huge  cost  of  the  Burke 
project  is  most  certainly  not  in  the  public 
interest. 

Much  has  been  said  in  the  present 
Congress,  and  undoubtedly  much  more 
will  be  said,  concerning  the  desirability 
of  balancing  the  budget  and  reducing 
taxes.  An  economy  program,  in  fact, 
has  been  clearly  demanded  by  the  Ameri¬ 
can  people.  The  authorization  now 
under  consideration  does  not  represent 
economy.  I  believe  the  President  to  be 
sincere.  However,  in  his  request  for  a 
$35-million  authorization,  which  amount 
would  not  even  begin  to  cover  the  total 
cost  of  the  Burke  project,  I  believe  he 
is  not  being  sincere  with  the  American 
people  with  respect  to  his  pledges  for 
economy,  or  he  most  certainly  has  been 
ill  advised. 

Further,  I  daresay  an  economy  pro¬ 
gram  has  been  promised  to  the  American 
people  by  every  Member  of  this  body. 
Surely  any  further  consideration  of  the 
Burke  project  is  sidestepping  our  econ¬ 
omy  pledges.  The  people  want  pledges, 
not  hedges. 

In  today’s  press,  a  CAB  survey  re¬ 
leased  yesterday  shows  that  actually 
most  airline  passengers  that  were  polled 
in  any  areas  halfway  between  the  air¬ 
ports  expressed  preference  for  Friend¬ 
ship.  Spokesmen  for  the  CAB  stated 
the  survey  will  be  presented  in  Septem¬ 
ber  at  a  hearing  which  could  possibly 
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result  in  a  Board  order  compelling  air¬ 
lines  to  direct  some  Washington  traffic 
to  Friendship. 

In  conclusion,  may  I  point  out  that 
Friendship  is  a  large,  modern  airport 
that  was  opened  for  service  in  early 
1950.  It  has  one  9,450-foot  runway  suf¬ 
ficiently  long  and  strong  enough  to  han¬ 
dle  jet  transport.  In  addition,  it  has 
two  other  runways,  6,500  feet,  6,000  feet. 
The  ultramodern  terminal  is  capable 
of  handling  much  greater  volumes  of 
passengers  than  are  now  being  handled, 
or  will  be  handled,  in  the  foreseeable  fu¬ 
ture.  Long-haul  flights  at  Friendship 
can  be  made  effective  immediately  at  no 
cost  to  the  taxpayer.  Air-traffic  conges¬ 
tion  in  Washington  would  be  eliminated 
and  prevented  due  to  Friendship’s  favor¬ 
able  position  in  relation  to  other  area 
airports.  Friendship’s  nearest  airport 
neighbor  is  25  miles  distant. 

The  use  of  Friendship  will  result  in 
immeasurable  benefits  to  the  airlines  be¬ 
cause  it  will  make  available  to  them  at 
one  airport  without  congestion  a  uni¬ 
fied  operation  catering  to  about  3,300,000 
people  of  the  Washington-Baltimore 
area. 

Friendship,  in  my  opinion,  is  the  solu¬ 
tion  to  this  problem  available  now  at  no 
cost  to  the  taxpayers.  Its  use  as  Wash¬ 
ington’s  second  airport  would  benefit 
both  cities  and  the  airlines. 

The  foregoing  facts  make  certain  con¬ 
clusions  evident.  It  would  be  a  throw 
away  of  Federal  funds,  at  the  taxpayers’ 
expense,  for  this  body  today  to  provide 
funds  for  the  construction  of  an  airport 
at  Burke  when  we  have  superior  airport 
facilities  available  at  Friendship.  Sure¬ 
ly,  with  the  burden  that  the  taxpayers  of 
this  country  are  now  carrying,  it  is  not 
desirable  to  add  unnecessary  costs. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
2  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  West 
Virginia  [Mr.  Bailey], 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  find  no 
fault  with  any  of  the  items  in  the  sup¬ 
plemental  appropriation  being  proposed 
and  I  have  no  amendments  to  offer. 

There  is  one  matter  I  think  should  be 
called  to  the  attention  of  the  distin¬ 
guished  members  of  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations.  I  know  the  legislative 
processes  have  not  been  completed  on 
this  legislation,  and  therefore  they  could 
not  take  note  of  it  in  a  supplemental 
item.  But  there  is  an  item  being  asked 
in  connection  with  the  Air  Force  Acad¬ 
emy  at  Colorado  Springs  involving  Public 
Law  815.  Approximately  1,000  housing 
units,  under  the  Capehart  Housing  Act 
are  now  building  to  supply  the  personnel 
who  operate  that  Academy.  If  there  is 
not  a  supplemental  item  included  in  the 
budget — and  I  am  hoping  the  House  can 
clear  action  on  any  recommendation  of 
the  Subcommittee  on  Public  Education, 
as  recommending  a  1-year  extension  of 
Public  Law  815 — that  they  can  do  that 
in  the  other  body  before  this  appropria¬ 
tion  is  cleared,  and  attach  an  item  to 
cover  the  deficit.  Otherwise,  you  will 
have  a  serious  situation  for  a  thousand 
housing  facilities  filled  with  children, 
with  no  schools  to  attend. 

I  hope  that  this  can  be  handled  as  an 
emergency  so  that  it  can  be  taken  care  of. 
Otherwise,  it  will  have  to  be  taken  care 
of  to  prevent  an  emergency. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Bailey]  has  expired. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Michi¬ 
gan  [Mr.  Hoffman]. 

(Mr.  HOFFMAN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  reyise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  ev¬ 
eryone  seems  to  admit  that  we  need  an¬ 
other  airport  somewhere,  just  the  same 
as  we  need  additional  transportation 
across  the  Potomac.  Perhaps,  if  the  mili¬ 
tary  would  get  out  of  National  Aairport, 
we  would  at  least  have  more  room  for 
normal  travel.  I  have  heard  they  intend 
to  leave  Bolling.  Before  one  of  the  sub¬ 
committees  of  the  regular  standing  com¬ 
mittees  of  the  House  there  is  a  bill  calling 
for  $30  billion  for  civil  defense.  That  is 
to  get  the  folks  out  of  the  way  if  we 
have  bombs  dropped  on  our  cities.  If 
a  measure  of  that  kind  is  necessary,  if 
decentralization  of  defense  is  necessary, 
and  it  seems  to  be,  it  would  seem  as 
though  the  military,  instead  of  cuddling 
up  with  Congress  and  the  White  House, 
would  go  outside.  The  National  Airport 
is  for  the  convenience  of  the  traveling 
public,  people  generally,  not  for  the  con¬ 
venience  of  the  military.  Comparatively 
there  are  very,  very  few  military  person¬ 
nel  using  that  airport,  compared  to  the 
other  people  using  it.  Why  cannot  mili¬ 
tary  move  out  and  let  National  serve  the 
public?  If  we  cannot  do  that,  is  it  not 
time  someone  built  an  airport  some¬ 
where?  Several  times  it  has  been  men¬ 
tioned  here  that  we  should  drift  along, 
but  the  first  thing  we  know  there  will 
be  a  collision  or  two  at  National.  Who 
would  be  responsible  for  that?  The  local 
Congressmen  cannot  agree  where  they 
want  it — Burke  or  Friendship.  Many  of 
us  do  not  care  where  it  is  constructed 
just  so  one  is  built. 

The  situation  is  like  this  bridge-tun¬ 
nel  controversy;  we  would  have  had  a 
bridge  the  other  day  if  the  bill  had  not 
been  recommitted.  If  the  gentlemen 
from  Virginia  want  their  people  to  have 
service,  why  do  they  block  it?  Already 
there  is  legislation  on  the  books  saying 
that  there  shall  be  a  bridge,  but  some- 
ones  does  not  want  it  where  that  bill 
authorizes  its  construction,  so  we  do  not 
have  a  bridge  anywhere. 

What  is  the  situation?  Our  good 
friend  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Broyhill], 
our  delightful  friend  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Smith]  ,  they  are  keeping  people  waiting. 
They  are  keeping  people  waiting — not  at 
the  altar,  bless  you,  not  at  the  church, 
but  down  at  the  river  bank  morning  and 
night,  hundreds  of  thousands  of  them 
every  day.  Why?  Because  they  cannot 
make  up  their  minds.  Yes,  of  course 
they  have;  oh,  yes;  they  want  a  tunnel 
or  they  want  a  bridge,  with  a  draw  in  it,  so 
those  two  companies  up  the  river  can 
make  larger  profits.  I  should  not  say 
“so  they  can  make,”  they  will  make, 
if  they  get  unobstructed  travel  on  the 
river. 

Then  the  other  day  when  the  bill  was 
up  our  respected  and  distinguished  col¬ 
league  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Smith]  said 
we  should  not  blockade  the  river  but 
ought  to  have  a  draw  or  a  tunnel. 


What  for?  Why,  praise  be,  so  sug¬ 
gested  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Smith],  Georgetown  is  to  be  a  seaport. 
Well,  now,  the  artistocratic  population 
that  lives  up  there  in  Georgetown  may 
not  welcome  a  lot  of  dockworkers  under 
their  noses,  however  fine  the  workers 
may  be.  They  would  not  mix  any  more 
than  oil  and  water. 

And  when  is  Georgetown  going  to  be  a 
seaport?  Are  we  to  dredge  the  channel 
of  the  river  from  Georgetown  way  down 
to  the  bay  entrance?  They  are  talk¬ 
ing  now  about  the  channel  not  being 
deep  enough  to  take  boats  up  to  Balti¬ 
more.  What  do  the  gentlemen  want  to 
do?  Make  a  seaway  to  Georgetown? 
And  after  you  get  the  seaway  what  are 
you  to  use  it  for?  What  do  the  gentle¬ 
men  propose  to  ship  up  to  Georgetown. 
The  talk  of  Georgetown  as  a  seaport, 
seems  to  be  nonsense. 

There  is  something  about  that  bill  or, 
rather,  about  the  refusal  to  build  that 
bridge,  that  was  authorized  a  long  time 
ago,  that  just  smells  to  high  heaven,  and 
it  would  not  be  too  bad  a  thing  if  the  Con¬ 
gress,  with  the  investigating  committees 
it  has,  would  just  appoint  another  to  find 
out  what  is  loose  somewhere  around.  It 
is  all  right  to  represent  your  constitu¬ 
ents,  but,  after  all,  other  people  have 
some  interest  in  what  we  do. 

I  asked  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Broyhill]  :  “What  makes  you  think 
you  will  get  a  tunnel  any  quicker  than 
you  would  a  bridge?”  He  replied: 
“There  have  been  a  lot  of  folks  who  have 
wanted  a  bridge  over  there  for  a  number 
of  years,  but  they  will  not  build  it.”  I 
asked  him  who  would  not  build  it,  and  he 
said  the  Department  of  the  Interior. 

Well,  let  us  get  after  them.  Who  are 
they?  It  may  be  all  right  for  the  Su¬ 
preme  Court  to  defy  the  Congress  and 
tell  us  we  do  not  know  what  we  are  legis¬ 
lating  about  and  that  we  do  not  mean 
what  we  say,  but  are  we  to  let  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior  come  along 
and  usurp  the  function  of  criticism 
which  the  Supreme  Court  has  assumed? 
It  is  about  time  we  sat  down  on  the 
Department  of  the  Interior,  and  if  they 
will  not  do  what  we  tell  them  to  do,  cut 
off  their  appropriations;  they  will  come 
to  time. 

I  yield  back  the  balance  of  my  time. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
1  minute  to  the  gentleman  from  Mary¬ 
land  [Mr.  Fallon]. 

Mr.  FALLON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
the  remarks  I  have  made  previously. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Maryland? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
the  last  5  minutes  to  close  the  debate  on 
this  side  to  the  gentleman  from  Florida 
[Mr.  Sikes]. 

(Mr.  SIKES  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.  ) 

Mr.  SIKES.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  ap¬ 
pears  entirely  possible  that  the  $12  y2 
million  item  initiating  construction  of 
the  Burke  Airport  is  going  to  command 
more  attention  today  than  the  $iy2  bil¬ 
lion  which  is  carried  for  military  con- 
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struction.  However,  I  do  want  to  focus 
attention,  if  I  may,  upon  a  particular 
section  of  the  report  which  is  before  you. 
I  refer  to  page  5  of  the  report  and  to 
the  paragraph  entitled  “Utilization  of 
Existing  Facilities,”  from  which  I  quote 
the  following: 

The  committee  during  its  consideration 
of  and  in  its  report  on  the  regular  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  bill  for  fiscal  year  1958 
urged  that  every  effort  be  made  to  make 
greater  utilization  of  facilities  in  the  inter¬ 
est  of  efficiency  and  economy  by  closing 
those  installations  where  the  percentage  of 
utilization  would  not  justify  •  continued 
operation.  It  is  strongly  urged  that  every 
proper  consideration  be  given  to  the  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  bases,  either  closed  or  scheduled  for 
closing,  before  construction  of  new  projects 
is  initiated  or  before  those  projects  are  ex¬ 
panded.  The  committee  is  opposed  to  the 
construction  of  any  project  where  there  are 
existing  facilities  not  fully  utilized  and 
which  are  reasonably  usable  for  carrying 
on  the  approved  activities. 

In  order  to  reemphasize  the  committee 
posiltion  on  this  matter  of  maximum  utili¬ 
zation  of  facilities,  the  services  are  directed 
to  eliminate  any  items  which  are  found  to 
duplicate  existing  facilities  not  fully  utilized 
and  which  meet  the  requirements  contem¬ 
plated  in  proposed  new  projects.  Further, 
in  order  to  insure  against  what  may  turn  out 
to  be  unwarranted  construction  the  com¬ 
mittee  is  including  section  211  prohibiting 
the  use  of  funds  recommended  in  the  ac¬ 
companying  bill  for  beginning  construction 
on  neW  bases  not  specifically  funded. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  committee  means 
exactly  that.  It  is  natural  that  the 
services  want  new  facilities  and  in  many 
cases  new  facilities  are  desirable.  For 
years  the  Congress  has  dealt  generous¬ 
ly — I  do  not  think  wastefully  but  gen¬ 
erously — with  the  services  in  providing 
new  facilities.  I  believe  that  has  been 
necessary  because  in  the  main  we  have 
depended  upon  old  World  War  II  bases 
which  were  constructed  as  temporary 
bases  and  which  have  had  to  be  rebuilt 
if  we  were  going  to  continue  to  use  them. 
They  were  not  adequate  for  continued 
use  by  troops  under  modern  require¬ 
ments  of  military  training. 

The  Air  Force  has  received  the  largest 
share  of  the  new  installations,  and  most 
of  the  new  construction.  This  is  under¬ 
standable  because  bigger,  heavier  planes 
have  constantly  been  brought  into  being 
and  the  Air  Force  has  constantly  been 
expanding.  This  has  necessitated  more 
adequate  facilities. 

But,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  submit  that  to¬ 
morrow  is  another  day  and  tomorrow’s 
requirements  may  not  be  today’s  require¬ 
ments.  We  are  now  appropriating  for 
tomorrow’s  requirements.  On  tomorrow 
there  will  be  guided  missiles  and  on  to¬ 
morrow  there  may  be  at  least  a  measure 
of  disarmament.  So  I  question  the  wis¬ 
dom  or  the  necessity  for  a  large  con¬ 
struction  program  this  year.  Admitted¬ 
ly,  this  program  has  been  scaled  down. 
It  is  considerably  smaller  in  scope  than 
it  originally  was  intended  to  be.  Yet 
I  think  it  would  be  preferable  and  not 
damaging  to  postpone  more  of  the  con¬ 
struction  program  now  before  us  pend¬ 
ing  the  developments  that  another  year 
probably  will  bring.  At  least  the  serv¬ 
ices  should  very  carefully  avoid  dupli¬ 
cation  of  facilities  at  this  time.  They 
should  utilize  presently  usable  facilities 
to  the  utmost  in  order  to  save  money.  I 


do  not  think  that  is  being  done  to  the 
extent  that  is  possible  or  desirable. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  call  attention  to  the, 
fact  that  there  are  a  number  of  dispersal 
bases  for  the  big  B-52  bombers  in  this 
bill  that  require  runways  costing  $10 
million  each.  Facilities  are  now  avail¬ 
able  which  will  serve  that  purpose  for 
the  time  being  and  we  should  use  them 
until  a  greater  requirement  is  estab¬ 
lished. 

I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  we  are 
proposing  to  build  new  research  and  de¬ 
velopment'  facilities  despite  the  fact 
there  are  very  good  research  and  devel¬ 
opment  facilities  in  the  services  which 
are  not  fully  utilized  today  and  I  cah 
demonstrate  this  conclusively. 

I  do  not  believe  in  that  kind  of  dupli¬ 
cation,  I  know  the  Congress  does  not 
want  it,  but  I  am  sorry  to  sa*y  that  ex¬ 
amples  of  duplications  of  this  nature  do 
not  appear  to  make  an  effective  impres¬ 
sion  on  the  services.  They  have  a  pro¬ 
gram — a  long-range  program.  They 
are  thinking  about  tomorrow’s  require¬ 
ments  as  they  now  see  those  require¬ 
ments  and  they  want  to  complete  that 
long-range  program  as  quickly  as  pos¬ 
sible.  I  say  again  all  of  this  program  is 
not  necessary  and  some  of  it  is  dupli¬ 
cation.  Mr.  Chairman,  only  Congress 
can  check  the  spending  that  is  unneces¬ 
sary  and  that  is  why  the  language  that 
I  called  to  your  attention  is  in  our  report. 
I  trust  it  will  be  heeded  and  followed. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
the  balance  of  my  time  to  the  gentle¬ 
woman  from  Massachusetts  [Mrs. 
Rogers!.  _ 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  rise  to  ask  the  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee,  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Yates],  or  some  other  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  committee  this  question:  On 
page  31  of  the  committee  report  under 
the  heading  “Veterans’  Administration” 
I  find  this  language : 

Soldiers  and  sailors  civil  relief.  The  com¬ 
mittee  has  not  approved  a  $1.3  million 
budget  estimate  for  this  item  for  making  re¬ 
funds  to  certain  veterans. 

I  understand  they  are  refunds  owed 
the  veterans  for  insurance  premiums. 

The  ^committee  is  of  the  opinion  the 
matter  should  be  properly  considered  by  the 
legislative  committees  of  the  Congress  and 
legislative  authorization  for  such  refunds 
approved  before  an  appropriation  is  made. 

The  reason  I  am  rising  is  because,  as 
the  committee  well  knows,  the  House  has 
passed  quite  a  bit  of  veterans  legislation 
successfully  but  the  other  body  has  not 
acted  upon  that  legislation,  and  the  vet¬ 
erans  are  not  getting  the  results  that 
the  House  desires. 

Will  the  gentleman  answer  the  ques¬ 
tion  for  me? 

Mr.  YATES.  You  will  note  the  state¬ 
ment  in  the  report  of  the  program  un¬ 
der  which  the  Veterans’  Administration 
sought  to  collect  from  veterans  premiums 
under  life-insurance  policies  that  the 
veterans  did  not  pay  during  the  war. 
The  Supreme  Court  held  in  its  decision 
that  the  veterans  did  not  have  to  pay 
those  premiums,  that  the  Government 
had  agreed  to  pay  them.  Now,  there  is 
a  fund  that  the  Federal  Government  has 
of  collections  which  it  has  made  and 
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which  is  supposed  to  be  returned  to  the 
veterans.  The  item  in  the  supplemental 
request  is  for  that  purpose,  but  it  was  the 
committee’s  feeling  that  this  required 
legislation  and  should  properly  be  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  gentlewoman’s  committee. 
Therefore  we  told  the  Veterans’  Admin¬ 
istration  to  go  to  the  gentlewoman’s 
committee  and  present  the  problem  to 
you  so  that  the  problem  could  be  worked 
Out. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  The 
thing  that  puzzles  me  so  much  is  that 
we  pass  a  bill  in  the  House  and  the  other 
body  refuses  to  do  anything  about  it. 
They  have  not  passed,  and  I  believe  as 
the  House  has  shown,  important  and 
necessary  legislation,  so  the  poor  vet¬ 
erans  are  suffering  as  the  result. 

Mr.  YATES.  I  agree  with  the  gentle¬ 
woman.  The  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  has  been  criticized  in  the  past  for 
assuming  the  functions  of  the  legislative 
committees,  and  justly  so.  In  this  case 
we  thought  the  legislative  committee 
should  handle  the  problem  and  that  it 
was  not  properly  the  function  of  our 
committee.  Therefore  we  referred  the 
matter  back  to  the  gentlewoman’s  com¬ 
mittee. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I 
feel  sure  that  the  legislative  committee 
would  bless  you  if  you  would  appropriate 
this  $1,300,000  to  the  veterans  which  is 
owed  them. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  we 
have  no  further  requests  for  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will 
read. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

CHAPTER  I 

Department  of  Commerce 
Civil  Aeronautics  Administration 
Construction  and  development,  additional 
Washington  Airport 

For  necessary  expenses  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  and  development  of  a  public  airport  in 
the  vicinity  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as 
authorized  by  the  act  of  September  7,  1950 
(64  Stat.  770),  including  acquisition  of 
land,  $12,500,000,  to  remain  available  until 
expended:  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  a 
total  of  $250,000  may  be  advanced  to  the 
applicable  appropriations  of  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Administration  for  necessary  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses:  Provided  further.  That 
beginning  on  June  30,  1965,  and  not  later 
than  June  30  of  each  year  thereafter,  the 
Administrator  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Ad¬ 
ministration  shall  pay  from  income  derived, 
from  operation  of  the  airport  an  amount 
which  will  repay  to  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States  the  full  capital  investment 
from  Federal  appropriations  in  a  period  of  35 
years. 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  Mr.  Chairman,  a 
point  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
will  state  his  point  of  order. 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
make  a  point  of  order  against  the  entire 
paragraph  on  page  2,  lines  1  to  20  in¬ 
clusive,  on  the  ground  that  the  last  pro¬ 
viso  thereof  contains  legislation  on  an 
appropriation  bill.  This  proviso  requires 
repayment  of  Federal  appropriations 
made  for  the  airport,  and  in  that  re¬ 
spect  amends  the  basic  law  which  au¬ 
thorized  the  airport. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  wish  to  be  heard  on 
the  point  of  order? 
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Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is, 
perhaps,  a  close  point,  whether  this 
comes  under  the  Holman  rule;  but  we 
concede  the  point  of  order  and  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Texas  l Mr.  Thomas]  concedes  the 
point  of  order  made  by  the  gentleman 
from  Maryland  [Mr.  Friedel].  The 
Chair  sustains  the  point  of  order.  The 
gentleman  from  Texas  offers  an  amend¬ 
ment,  which  the  Clerk  will  read. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Thomas  of 
Texas:  On  page  2,  line  1,  insert: 

“chapter  i 

" Department  of  Commerce 
“Civil  Aeronautics  Administration 
“Construction  and  development,  additional 
Washington  Airport 

“For  necessary  expenses  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  and  development  of  a  public  airport  in 
the  vicinity  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as 
authorized  by  the  act  of  September  7,  1950 
(64  Stat.  770),  including  acquisition  of  land, 
$12,500,000,  to  remain  available  until  ex¬ 
pended  :  Promded,  That  not  to  exceed  a  total 
of  $250,000  may  be  advanced  to  the  applic¬ 
able  appropriations  of  the  Civil  Aeronau¬ 
tics  Administration  for  necessary  adminis¬ 
trative  expenses.” 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  want  to  call  to  the 
attention  of  my  lovable  friend,  we  call 
him  “Sammy” — and  I  mean  that;  I  say 
some  nice  things  about  him  now  and 
then — that  the  point  of  order  which  he 
made  would  strike  from  the  bill  the 
mandatory  section  which  would  require 
the  operators,  the  users,  the  airlines  and 
other  concessionaires  at  this  new  airport 
to  repay  the  cost  and  save  the  taxpayers 
of  this  country  the  expense  of  construc¬ 
tion. 

Now,  we  are  going  to  help  Baltimore; 
but  the  gentleman  ought  not  to  put  us 
in  the  position  in  which  he  has  put  us. 
We  are  going  out  and  get  some  business 
for  his  hometown.  But,  despite  that, 
he  comes  in  and  says,  “You  cannot  make 
these  people  save  the  taxpayers  the  ex¬ 
pense  of  building  this  airport.”  We  rec¬ 
ognize  the  force  of  his  point  of  order, 
that  this  proviso  is  legislation.  This 
action  does  not  do  any  harm,  because 
the  Civil  Aeronautics  people  who  are 
going  to  operate  this  airport  say  that  we 
will  operate  it  free  of  construction  cost 
to  the  taxpayers  of  the  United  States. 
That  is  why  we  conceded  the  point  of 
order. 

Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  say,  as  I  have 
already  said,  that  all  the  point  of  order 
does  is  strike  out  the  last  proviso  but 
leaves  the  main  body  of  the  item,  which 
makes  the  appropriation.  The  last  pro¬ 
viso  says  that  the  taxpayers  shall  not 
stand  the  expense  of  the  construction  of 
the  airport.  In  other  words,  we  are 
right  back  where  we  started. 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  thank  my  col¬ 
league  from  Texas  for  his  very  fine  re¬ 
marks.  However,  he  then  describes  this 
amendment  as  if  it  is  nothing.  “Just 
adopt  it,”  he  says. 

The  basic  reason  for  my  opposing  this 
amendment  is  that  I  want  to  save  the 
taxpayers  $75  million  to  $90  million. 
This  appropriation  of  $12,500,000  is  only 


a  wedge  in  the  door.  Everyone  has  con¬ 
ceded  that  it  will  cost  over  $50  million, 
$75  million,  some  say  $90  million,  to  build 
this  airport. 

We  all  know  that  the  airspace  over 
Washington  is  crowded.  We  have  to 
speak  of  conditions  today,  as  they  are 
over  Washington.  This  proposed  air¬ 
port  sought  at  Burke  is  in  the  same  air¬ 
space,  the  same  air  lanes,  and  will  hinder 
traffic,  while  Friendship  will  not. 

One  of  the  other  things  that  I  think 
should  be  brought  to  your  attention  is 
that  this  proposed  Burke  Airfield  will  be 
on  the  other  side  of  the  Potomac  River. 
We  know  the  congestion  now  on  the 
bridges  coming  over  to  Washington,  and 
the  trouble  people  have  getting  in  and 
out  of  Washington.  But  suppose,  and 
God  forbid  that  this  happens,  that  the 
bridges  are  bombed  out.  Both  airfields 
will  be  on  the  other  side  of  the  Potomac. 
We  have  Friendship  right  here  on  this 
side  of  the  river. 

I  could  go  on  and  on  and  on.  We  know 
that  Friendship  Airport  is  one  of  the 
most  modei'n,  well-equipped  airfields  in 
the  whole  United  States.  Yet,  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board,  for  some  reason  un¬ 
known,  will  not  utilize  the  Friendship 
Airport.  We  are  using  only  about  40 
percent  of  our  capacity,  and  now  it  will 
be  even  less,  because  the  National  Guard, 
who  landed  their  planes  on  Friendship, 
are  now  utilizing  another  civilian  airfield, 
Martin’s  Airfield.  So,  now,  we  will  have 
more  openings  and  more  space  available. 

We  had  an  international  line  that 
wanted  to  use  Friendship  to  bring  in 
overseas  flights,  but  the  Civil  Aeronau¬ 
tics  Board  would  not  approve  it.  They 
just  refuse  any  use  of  FTiendship.  Some 
airlines  will  not  use  it,  because  they  will 
have  double  expense.  They  will  have  to 
set  up  hangars.  But  if  they  build  Burke, 
they  will  have  to  set  up  hangars  there 
also.  They  will  have  double  expense  for 
that  airfield.  They  just  do  not  want  to 
change  their  schedule. 

I  do  think  that  by  striking  this  provi¬ 
sion  you  will  be  saving  the  taxpayers 
anywhere  from  $75  million  to  $90  million. 

Mr.  BOW.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  BOW.  The  gentleman  said  an  in¬ 
ternational  line  wanted  to  get  into  Balti¬ 
more  and  was  denied  that  privilege.  Has 
that  international  line  come  into  this 
country  in  any  other  area? 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  Yes,  they  are  operat¬ 
ing  here. 

Mr.  BOW.  It  was  not  Baltimore  that 
was  denied,  was  it? 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  Yes;  another  line  was 
granted  permission  to  operate,  but  the 
international  line  wanted  to  use  Balti¬ 
more  as  a  terminal  and  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Board  refused  to  grant  that  in¬ 
ternational  airline  the  permission  to  use 
Baltimore  as  a  terminal.  Instead,  CAB 
gave  permission  to  another  airline  that 
does  not  use  Baltimore  as  its  terminal. 

I  do  not  know  what  the  answer  is,  but 
there  are  a  lot  of  excuses  given  to  hold 
us  down. 

(Mr.  FRIEDEL  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 


Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  somewhat  reluct¬ 
ant  to  rise  to  oppose  this  amendment, 
but  I  think  the  background,  the  history 
of  this  thing  indicates  that  it  would  be 
disastrous  for  us  to  adopt  this  amend¬ 
ment  at  this  time,  particularly  after 
the  words  were  stricken  out  which  pro¬ 
vided  for  the  repayment  to  the  Federal 
taxpayers  of  the  cost  of  this  project, 
which  to  many  of  us  does  not  seem  to 
be  immediately  necessary. 

It  seems  to  me  it  would  be  undesirable 
and  might  also  be  subject  to  a  point  of 
order  to  tie  any  strings  to  the  appropria¬ 
tion  at  this  time,  but  it  certainly  seems 
to  me  improper  for  this  money  to  be 
expended  while  the  facilities  of  Friend¬ 
ship  Airport  are  not  being  utilized  for  the 
immediate  safety  of  the  public,  which 
we  are  told  is  endangered  every  day. 

For  that  reason,  because  of  the  history 
behind  this,  it  seems  to  me  that  as  long 
as  there  is  another  project  programed 
or  being  considered,  some  excuse  will  be 
found  for  deferring  the  decision  that 
Friendship  must  be  used.  Witnesses  have 
told  us  it  is  going  to  be  used  by  1960. 
Why  not  use  it  now? 

I  rise  in  opposition  to  the  amendment 
purely  to  dramatize  the  point  that  I  do 
not  think  we  should  appropriate  money 
for  the  third  airport  until  we  are  fully 
using  the  second  one  which  is  now  avail¬ 
able. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Is  it  not  true  that 
by  the  adoption  of  this  amendment  we 
would  in  effect  be  giving  to  the  airlines 
$75  million?  That  is  probably  one  of  the 
reasons  the  airlines  do  not  go  into 
Friendship,  because  it  will  cost  them  ad¬ 
ditional  money.  They  are  simply  ask¬ 
ing  the  Federal  Government  to  put  up 
money  to  build  a  commercial  airport  for 
them  at  Burke  or  some  other  place. 
They  are  not  willing  to  put  up  the  money 
themselves. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland.  I  think 
the  gentleman  is  entirely  right.  I  think 
it  is  most  extravagant  at  this  point  to 
appropriate  money  without  any  pro¬ 
vision  for  repayment. 

Mr.  LANKFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANKFORD.  Is  it  not  also  true 
that  even  if  the  airport  is  built  at  Burke 
that  the  CAA  is  going  to  have  to  do 
something  to  force  the  airlines  to  go  to 
that  airport  because  they  will  still  want 
to  go  into  National  Airport  because  it  is 
closer  to  the  center  of  the  city? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland.  I  think 
there  is  no  doubt  about  it.  Nearly 
everybody  would  prefer  to  land  closer  to 
Washington  and  the  difficulties  that 
have  been  encountered  in  the  use  of 
Friendship  Airport  would  be  duplicated 
to  a  large  degree  at  Burke  unless  more 
concessions  are  made  to  the  airlines. 

Mr.  LANKFORD.  And  if  they  are 
going  to  do  that  for  Burke,  why  could 
they  not  do  the  same  now  for  Friend¬ 
ship? 
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Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland.  It  seems 
to  me  that  time  is  of  the  essence  and 
that  it  ought  to  be  done  at  once  at 
Friendship  regardless  of  whether  we  go 
to  Burke  later  on  or  not. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland,  I  yield. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  wonder  what  the  gen¬ 
tleman  thinks  it  is  possible  for  us  to  do 
outside  of  defeating  this  appropriation 
to  persuade  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
to  move? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland.  Frankly, 
I  am  unable  to  answer  the  gentleman. 
I  have  not  been  able  to  understand  the 
great  reluctance  that  there  has  been  to 
use  something  that  is  already  built  and 
paid  for  and  available  when  everybody 
agrees  that  the  present  situation  is  dan¬ 
gerous. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

(Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.)  1 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  about  6  or  8  years  ago  when 
I  first  fought  this  particular  proposal  on 
the  floor 'of  the  House,  I  did  so  because 
of  the  question:  Why  does  not  the  CAB 
require  utilization  of  Friendship  before 
we,  the  general  taxpayers,  are  called  on 
to  appropriate  $50  million  or  $75  million 
for  the  construction  of  another  airport? 
Over  these  5  or  6  years  the  answer  to 
that  question  has  not  been  -  given.  I 
cannot  see  in  good  conscience  why  the 
CAB  today  within  a  month’s  time,  if 
necessary,  could  not  .transfer  some  of 
this  air  pattern  which  they  now  consider 
to  be  dangerous  over  the  heart  of  Wash¬ 
ington  to  Friendship.  They  ought  to 
utilize  the  facilities  of  that  great  airport 
before  they  call  upon  the  taxpayers  of 
Minnesota,  Wisconsin,  and  the  Far  West 
and  everywhere  else  in  the  United  States 
to  put  up  another  $75  million  for  a  third 
airport.  You  have  all  seen  today  that 
there  has  been  no  answer  to  that  par¬ 
ticular  question  as  to  why  or  what  keeps 
the  CAB  from  taking  that  sort  of  action, 
which  they  should  take.  To  me,  it  is  a 
waste  of  funds  just  as  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Broyhill]  brought 
out  here  this  afternoon  to  do  a  thing  of 
this  nature.  There  is  another  thing 
which  we  should  keep  in  mind.  I  be¬ 
lieve  it  is  a  precept  of  the  CAA  that  there 
should  not  be  two  major  airports  within 
16  miles  of  each  other  because  of  the  air 
patterns  up  above.  Yet,  here  they  are 
urging  and  asking  the  Congress  to  vali¬ 
date  the  establishment  of  a  major  air¬ 
port  not  much  over  12  miles  from  the 
National  Airport.  I  have  been  around 
the  Arlington-Alexandria  area  long 
enough  to  know  that  if  you  establish 
another  airport  at  Burke  you  will  bring 
increasing  hazard  to  the  people  living  in 
that  heavily  populated  area  that  does  not 
exist  there  today.  We  have  seen  what 
has  happened  in  the  Twin  Cities  in  Min¬ 
nesota  by  having  an  air  installation  too 
close  to  that  great  metropolitan  area, 
and  as  a  result  a  number  of  people  have 
been  killed  by  falling  airplanes.  Per¬ 
sonally,  I  do  not  want  to  be  a  party  to 
forcing  onto  these  thousands  of  people 
in  northern  Virginia  the  possibility  that 


some  time  in  the  future  a  plane  may  fall 
on  them  just  because  we  have  two  great 
airports  too  close  together.  I  feel  we 
should  use  a  little  commonsense.  We 
should  tell  the  CAB  and  the  CAA,  in  no 
uncertain  language,  that  until  they  do 
everything  they  possibly  can  to  utilize 
the  Friendship  Airport  to  the  utmost  of 
its  facilities,  this  Congress  will  not  go  on 
record  as  giving  them  another  $75 
million  for  a  third  airport. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  H.  Carl 
Andersen]  has  expired. 

Mr.  BROYHILL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last*word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to 
the  amendment.  I  think  the  fact  that 
the,  Thomas  amendment  was  necessary 
7  after  chapter  I  was  striken  from  the  bill 
on  a  point  of  order,  indicates  the  con¬ 
fusion  that  exists  in  this  matter,  and 
the  amendment  should  be  defeated  and 
the  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce 
Committee  should  give  the  matter 
further  study.  The  act  of  1950,  Public 
Law  762,  which  was  referred  to,  author¬ 
izes  an  appropriation  of  $14  million  for 
the  construction  of  a  second  National 
Airport  at  Washington.  The  testimony 
given  before  that  committee  at  that  time 
by  the  experts  stated  that  $14  million 
was  sufficient  to  build  the  airport.  Of 
course  that  is  all  that  we  can  appropriate 
at  this  time,  but  by  voting  for  this 
amendment,  $12,500,000  appropriation, 
you  are  in  effect  giving  authorization  for 
the  expenditure  of  another  $75  million 
without  the  matter  being  further  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce.  So,  it  is  ap¬ 
proximately  $75  million  or  $100  million 
that  you  are  appropriating. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROYHILL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TABER.  They  would  not  even 
have  to  go  to  the  Committee  on  Inter¬ 
state  and  Foreign  Commerce  to  get 
further  funds. 

Mr.  BROYHILL.  To  go  beyond  the 
$14  million? 

Mr.  TABER.  Yes. 

Mr.  BROYHILL.  That  is  a  question 
that  we  have  been  discussing  here  for 
several  days. 

Another  thing,  the  Congress  in  its  wis¬ 
dom  at  that  time  thought  it  proper  and 
fitting  that  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  check  with  the  local  communities 
insofar  as  construction  of  the  airport 
as  to  the  impact  it  would  have  on  that 
community.  The  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  has  refused  to  do  that,  yet  the 
local  officials  and  governing  bodies  by 
six  resolutions  appealed  to  the  Congress 
and  to  the  Department  of  Commerce  not 
to  construct  an  airport  in  that  commu¬ 
nity. 

I  maintain  it  is  not  necessary.  On 
the  contrary,  it  would  be  dangerous  to 
construct  another  air  facility  this  close 
to  Washington,  as  close  as  the  Burke 
Airport  would  be,  only  12  miles  away. 
We  already  have  too  many  air  facilities 
located  here.  That  is  the  reason  for  the 
33  near  misses.  It  is  not  the  traffic  at 
the  National  Airport  that  is  causing 
these  near  misses.  It  is  the  traffic  from 
all  these  other  airports  located  so  close 
to  downtown  Washington.  The  con¬ 


struction  of  an  airport  this  close  in  would 
be  far  too  costly.  You  could  go  out 
only  a  few  miles  and  buy  land  at,  very 
much  less,  and  it  would  no  doubt  save 
several  million  dollars  in  the  final  cost 
of  the  facilities.  A  good  plan  is  to  locate 
these  facilities  a  little  farther  out  and 
get  better  facilities  to  transport  the  traf¬ 
fic  to  and  from  the  airport.  It  is  foolish 
to  talk  about  appropriating  fifty  or  sev¬ 
enty-five  or  a  hundred  million  dollars 
just  because  the  airlines  want  to  save 
approximately  5  minutes  in  travel  time 
to  the  facility  itself. 

I  think  before  we  go  ahead  with  these 
appropriations  we  should  give  the  local 
communities  another  chance.  We  should 
give  the  CAA  and  CAB  instructions  to 
work  out  _a  plan.  After  all,  Baltimore 
wants  to  use  Friendship,  and  we  have 
groups  in  northern  Virginia  who  are  try¬ 
ing  to  go  ahead  and  construct  these  air¬ 
ports  through  an  authority.  Certainly 
if  we  can  do  that  we  can  construct  an 
additional  national  air  facility  here  in 
Washington  at  less  expense  to  the  tax¬ 
payers  of  the  rest  of  the  country;  and 
that  is  important,  because  your  taxpay¬ 
ers  are  going  to  pay  100  percent  of  the 
cost,  when  the  people  of  Metropolitan 
Washington  do  not  want  it. 

I  ask  you  to  give  our  community  some 
consideration  on  another  account,  and 
that  is  we  are  coming  into  the  jet  air 
age.  Certainly  living  conditions  around 
a  jet  airport  are  deplorable.  That  has 
been  proven  around  these  Air  Force  air¬ 
ports.  We  are  getting  into  the  jet  air 
age  insofar  as  commercial  planes  are 
concerned,  and  it  would  make  living  con¬ 
ditions  intolerable  in  an  area  10  miles 
around  a  jet  airport.  So  it  is  especially 
important  now  that  we  are  coming  into 
the  jet  air  age  that  we  given  considera¬ 
tion  to  our  communities.  I  do  not  know 
of  any  person  in  this  body  who  would 
want  to  impose  such  a  nuisance  upon  a 
colleague  unless  it  was  absolutely  neces¬ 
sary;  and  I  cannot,  based  on  any  argu¬ 
ment  thus  far  advanced,  see  why  it  is 
necessary  to  authorize  the  spending  of 
$100  million  for  an  air  facility  that  is 
not  needed  at  this  location  at  this  time. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  support  of  the  pending  amendment 
of  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Thomas]. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  hope  that  no  one 
here  will  feel  that  I  am  too  bold  in  ris¬ 
ing  to  support  the  President  of  the 
United  States  in  this  very  important 
matter. 

I  should  like  to  give  a  bit  of  the  his¬ 
tory  in  regard  to  this  Burke  Airport  con¬ 
troversy.  This  has  not  been  mentioned 
here  today,  but  the  fact  is  that  at  the 
present  time  the  Federal  Government 
owns  62  parcels  of  land  for  which  this 
House  and  the  Congress  appropriated 
$1  million,  right  on  the  proposed  site  of 
the  additional  airport  in  Burke,  Va. 

I  do  not  mind  my  dear  friends  getting 
political  mileage  out  of  an  issue  such  as 
this,  except  that  it  is  really  far  too  im¬ 
portant  for  local  politics  in  Virginia  and 
Maryland.  This  is  the  Nation’s  Capital. 
This  additional  airport  is  needed  for  the 
Nation’s  Capital,  to  alleviate  a  very  dan¬ 
gerous  situation.  The  testimony  before 
the  committee  referred  to  80  takeoffs 
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and  landings  in  an  hour,  1  every  three- 
quarters  of  a  minute. 

I  should  like  to  read  to  you  what  the 
President’s  Civil  Aeronautics  Adminis¬ 
trator  had  to  say  when  he  testified  be¬ 
fore  the  subcommittee  last  Thursday. 
Mr.  Pyle,  the  Administrator  of  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Administration,  testified  as 
follows  : 

If  you  are  going  to  have  to  have  approxi¬ 
mately  80  operations  an  hour.  Just  Washing¬ 
ton  traffic  alone,  it  is  going  to  saturate  both 
Washington  National  and  Friendship,  with¬ 
out  taking  into  account  any  of  the  traffic 
that  is  generated  in  Friendship,  and  let  it 
be  clearly  understood  that  Friendship  is  a 
very  good  airport,  and  we  are  the  first  to 
say  just  that.  It  is  a  good  airport,  but  we 
must  be  realistic  and  try  to  plan  for  the 
needs  of  the  Capital. 

My  position  is  and  always  has  been  that 
we  must  have  3  airports  to  handle  the  needs 
in  1960  of  the  2  communities,  Baltimore  and 
Washington. 

What  is  going  to  happen  in  1960  and 
1961?  That  is  when  the  jet  airliners 
which  are  now  on  the  drawing  boards 
and  in  the  course  of  construction  are 
going  to  be  put  in  the  air.  Who  knows 
more  about  this  situation,  the  folks  who 
justifiably  do  not  like  the  fact  that  the 
major  international  and  transcontinen¬ 
tal  airlines  do  not  stop  in  Baltimore, 
or  people  such  as  the  following  who  tes¬ 
tified  before  the  committee  in  behalf  of 
the  proposed  location  at  Burke :  The  Air 
Transport  Association,  representing  all 
of  the  scheduled  airlines  of  the  country, 
the  Greater  Washington  Industrial  As¬ 
sociation,  'the  Washington  Board  of 
Trade,  the  Citizens  Committee  for  Burke 
Airport,  right  out  here  in  Fairfax 
County,  Va.,  where  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Broy- 
hill],  I  understand,  had  a  poll  taken. 
I  have  been  informed  that  the  poll 
showed  that  52  percent  of  the  people  of 
Fairfax  County  were  in  favor  of  the  lo¬ 
cation  and  wanted  the  airport  at  Burke 
and  17  percent  were  against  it.  I  should 
like  to  point  out  that  all  the  employees 
who  belong  to  unions  and  who  work  at 
Washington  National  Airport,  the  air¬ 
port  division  of  the  Brotherhood  of 
Railway  Clerks,  are  unanimously  in  fa¬ 
vor  of  the  location  of  this  additional  air¬ 
port  at  Burke. 

Mr.  BROYHILL.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  BROYHILL.  The  gentleman  does 
not  question  that  I  am  not  properly 
representing  the  best  interests  of  my 
constituents? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Most  certainly  I  do 
not.  I  am  sure  the  gentleman  is  doing 
what  he  thinks  he  should  do.  Is  my  in¬ 
formation  correct  that  the  gentleman 
had  a  poll  taken  and  that  only  17  per¬ 
cent  of  those  polled  were  not  in  favor 
of  the  Burke  Airport? 

Mr.  BROYHILL.  I,  will  state  to  the 
gentleman  I  took  two  polls  out  there. 
One  showed  that  a  majority  was  in  favor 
and  the  other  showed  that  a  majority 
was  in  opposition. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  A  group  of  very  dis¬ 
tinguished  citizens  from  Fairfax  County 
came  before  the  committee  and  testified 
that  they  were  in  favor  of  the  location 
of  this  airport  at  Burke. 


Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentlemen  yield? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  yield  to  the  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  from  Washington. 

Mr.  HORAN.  I  think  we  were  per¬ 
suaded  pretty  much  by  the  fact  that  in 
a  few  years,  about  1960,  we  will  have  7 
million  people  arriving  here  by  air  to 
visit  the  Nation’s  Capital  or  who  have 
business  in  the  Nation’s  Capital. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  That  is  what  the  testi¬ 
mony  revealed;  between  6  and  7  million 
people. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  far  too  impor¬ 
tant,  this  matter  of  safety,  for  nonpro¬ 
fessionals  to  get  into  the  business  of 
arguing  as  to  where  it  should  be  located. 
Burke,  Va.,  is  the  logical  place;  that  is 
where  the  experts,  the  technicians  who 
have  spent  over  5  years  considering  the 
matter,  state  that  the  additional  Wash¬ 
ington  airport  should  be  located.  I  urge 
adoption  of  the  pending  amendment. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  the  requisite  number  of  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  not  familiar  with 
the  locality  where  Burke  is  situated,  nor 
do  I  have  any  interest  in  Friendship.  I 
am,  however,  very  much  interested  in 
the  air  situation  in  the  Nation’s  Capital. 
I  fly  in  and  out  of  here  frequently  myself 
and  can  give  personal  testimony  in  sup¬ 
port  of  the  allegation  that  the  Washing¬ 
ton  National  Airport  is  crowded  and  that 
additional  facilities  are  necessary. 

I  speak  here  only  for  myself  and  the 
taxpayers  who  reside  in  the  10th  Con¬ 
gressional  District  of  North  Carolina.  I 
have  no  prejudices  for  or  against  Burke 
or  Friendship.  I  have  an  open  mind 
about  the  two  locations  and  sought  this 
time  in  order  to  ask  certain  questions 
because  I  believe  some  comparisons 
might  be  made  which  will  enable  some 
of  us  who  do  not  have  any  particular 
interest  in  either  Burke  or  Friendship,  as 
the  contest  is  developing  between  those 
two  localities,  to  make  up  our  minds  how 
to  vote  on  this  particular  amendment. 

The  only  objection  anyone  has  made 
to  Friendship  is  the  approximately  45 
minutes  time  involved  in  traveling  be¬ 
tween  the  center  of  Washington  and  that 
airport.  If  there  are  other  objections  to 
Friendship,  I  have  not  heard  them  ad¬ 
vanced.  The  facilities  are  already  in 
place,  no  land  is  to  be  acquired,  the 
runways  are  in  use,  the  hangars  are 
there,  all  of  the  facilities  are  complete. 
The  only  objection  is  that  Friendship  is 
about  45  minutes  travel  time  from  the 
center  of  Washington. 

Now,  in  order  to  have  some  compari¬ 
sons,  may  I  ask  the  distinguished  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York  [Mr.  Rooney],  or 
some  other  Member  from  New  York, 
what  is  the  travel  time  between  Idle- 
wild  Airport  and,  say.  Times  Square? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
gentleman  will  yield,  I  must  say  that  I 
would  only  be  making  a  wild  guess.  I 
have  never  ridden  between  Idlewild  and 
Times  Square. 

Mr.  JONAS.  May  I  ask  someone  from 
New  York  who  frequently  travels  from 
Washington  to  New  York  by  plane,  what 
is  the  travel  time  between  Idlewild  and 
Times  Square?  I  understand  it  is  about 
45  minutes. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  The  fact  that  there  is 
so  much  stacking  up  out  here  at  Wash- 
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ington  National  Airport  and  the  obvious 
need  for  an  additional  airport,  prompts 
me  to  do  most  of  my  travel  by  train. 

Mr.  JONAS.  I  will  ask  someone  else. 
Can  anyone  present  tell  me  the  travel 
time  betweerrldlewild  Airport  and  Times 
Square?  Can  anyone  answer  that  ques¬ 
tion? 

Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
gentleman  will  yield,  I  have  taken  that 
ride  2  or  3  times.  I  am  sure  it  is  as  much 
as  45  minutes. 

Mrs.  KELLY  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  if  the  gentleman  will  yield,  I  would 
say  it  was  about  20  minutes. 

Mr.  JONAS.  From  Idlewild? 

Mrs.  KELLY  of  New  York.  From  La- 
Guardia. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Between  Idlewild  and 
Times  Square? 

Mrs.  KELLY  of  New  York.  Idlewild 
to  Times  Square  will  take  about  35 
minutes. 

Mr.  JONAS.  The  gentleman  from 
Maine  says  he  has  used  that  airport  and 
it  is  about  45  minutes. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JONAS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Washington. 

Mr.  HORAN.  I  want  the  gentleman  to 
know  that  this  subcommittee  is  not 
against  Friendship.  The  administrator 
testified  that  it  would  require  3  airports 
to  handle  the  traffic  by  1960. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Then,  why  not  put 
Friendship  to  full  use  and  then  build 
Burke  or  some  third  airport?  I  am  not 
opposed  to  Burke;  I  am  not  sponsoring 
Friendship.  I  am  merely  trying  to  find 
out  some  facts  upon  which  a  disinter¬ 
ested  Congressman  who  is  seeking  to  do 
the  right  thing  should  base  a  vote  and 
seeking  not  to  spend  money  unneces¬ 
sarily.  I  am  trying  to  decide  how  I 
should  vote  on  this  question.  The  only 
objection  I  have  heard  advanced  to 
Friendship  is  the  distance  but  it  is  no 
greater  than  the  distance  from  Idlewild 
to  the  center  of  New  York  City. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mi’.  JONAS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  May  I  say  to  my  dis¬ 
tinguished  friend  that  it  is  very  seldom 
we  disagree,  and  I  am  not  in  disagree¬ 
ment  with  him  now.  There  is  much  in 
what  the  gentleman  says.  Those  facili¬ 
ties  in  Baltimore  ought  to  be  used  during 
this  highly  dangerous  period  that  exists 
right  at  this  very  moment  out  at  the 
National  Airport,  and  with  your  help, 
not  next  week  but  tomorrow,  we  will 
write  to  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  and 
we  will  get  the  CAA  and  we  will  tell  them 
as  a  committee  that  in  our  judgment 
you  ought  to  start  using  it  the  day  after 
tomorrow  and  not  later  than  that,  and 
I  believe  they  will. 

(Mr.  JONAS  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  BOW.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  support  of  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas,  and  again  I  want  to  reiter¬ 
ate  what  I  have  said  before  a  number  of 
times,  and  I  want  to  say  it  again,  that 
Friendship  is  a  good  airport  and  has  all 
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the  facilities  necessary  to  handle  the 
traffic  that  should  be  diverted  to  that  air¬ 
port.  The  traffic  shdUld  be  going  there 
now,  and  I  join  with  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  in  getting  it  there  as  soon  as  we 
can.  But,  I  hope  that  that  question  does 
not  stop  the  progress  of  the  Nation’s 
Capital.  I  hope  we  do  not  take  that  po¬ 
sition  to  stop  the  building  this  third  air¬ 
port  which  is  going  to  be  needed  in  1961. 
Many  of  you  come  from  long  distances  to 
get  to  Washington,  from  California  and 
the  various  States  on  the  west  coast. 
You  are  going  to  be  riding  jets  before 
long,  and  unless  we  have  an  airport  here 
ready  to  take  these  jets,  you  are  not  go¬ 
ing  to  land  in  Washington.  They  are  not 
going  to  be  scheduled  in  here,  because 
we  will  not  have  the  capacity.  I 

Bear  in  mind — and  I  want  to  repeat 
this  again — that  although  Friendship 
can  take  some  of  this  traffic  today. 
Friendship  will  be  at  its  peak  by  1960. 
Take  your  present  pattern  today.  By 
diverting  a  certain  amount  of  the  traffic 
to  Friendship,  you  will  reach  the  peak 
capacity  of  these  two  airports.  Why  do 
we  wait?  Are  we  going  to  wait  the 
progress  of  the  Nation,  the  progress  of 
transportation  until  someone  is  satisfied 
that  his  particular  airport  is  picked  to 
get  this  traffic?  A  country,  a  com¬ 
munity,  a  State  will  progress  only  as  its 
transportation  facilities  progress.  We 
cannot  wait  for  them  to  build  these 
planes  and  keep  them  on  the  lots  where 
they  are  made  while  we  build  airport^. 
We  have  to  go  along  in  the  development 
of  aircraft  with  the  development  of 
facilities. 

It  has  been  said  that  these  have  been 
paid  for  by  the  city  of  Baltimore.  That 
is  true,  they  paid  their  share.  But  we 
have  Federal  funds  of  $3  million  there, 
we  have  Federal  funds  all  over  the 
United  States,  which  we  have  contrib¬ 
uted  to  the  building  of  airports.  We  do 
have  one  airport  that  we  own.  That  is 
the  Washington  National  Airport.  We 
paid  for  it  and  we  own  it.  I  wonder  how 
many  Members  of  the  House  realize  that 
last  year  we  made  $1,700,000  in  the  oper¬ 
ation  of  the  Washington  National  Air¬ 
port.  Its  cost  is  being  amortized,  and  by 
1960,  from  the  income  that  we  will  have 
received  from  Washington  National  Air¬ 
port,  it  will  have  been  paid  for. 

The  same  is  true  of  Burke.  We  have 
the  figures  of  the  landing  fees,  and  so 
forth.  We  know  what  the  building  of  the 
field  will  cost.  They  say  that  within  25 
years,  but  our  committee  took  a  figure  of 
35  years,  it  will  be  amortized,  it  will  be 
paid  for  by  the  fees  from  the  field  itself. 
That  is  not,  true  of  many  of  the  other 
airfields  in  which  we  have  made  these 
investments.  From  them  we  get  nothing 
back.  But  here,  if  we  operate,  we  will 
receive  our  money  back. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BOW.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Washington. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think 
the  point  ought  to  be  made,  too,  that  in 
the  case  of  an  interrupted  flight,  where 
it  is  necessary  to  transfer  from  one  air¬ 
port  to  the  other,  Burke  Airport,  being 
only  13  miles  from'  National  Airport, 


would  represent  a  factor  for  convenience 
and  the  expediting  of  travel  by  air. 

Mr.  BOW.  I  thank  the  gentleman  for 
his  contribution.  I  should  like  to  say 
this,  that,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  the 
differential  of  travel  time  means  nothing. 
If  the  short  distance  were  to  Friendship 
and  the  longer  distance  to  Burke,  I  would 
still  favor  Burke,  because  we  are  going 
to  need  the  third  airport.  I  do  not  raise 
any  question  about  the  additional  time 
involved. 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BOW.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Maryland. 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  The  gentleman  made 
a  statement  that  the  capacity  of  Friend¬ 
ship  would  be  reached  by  1960.  Upon 
what  does  the  gentleman  base  those 
figures? 

Mr.  BOW.  I  base  those  figures  on 
testimony  before  the  committee,  that 
with  the  amount  of  traffic  coming  into 
Washington,  with  the  amount  diverted 
of  that  traffic  to  Friendship,  by  using 
the  2  airports,  by  1960  both  of  them 
would,  be  at  their  peak. 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  But  only  40  percent 
of  the  capacity  of  Friendship  is  being 
used  today,  and  a  great  part  of  that  40 
percent  includes  the  military. 

Mr.  BOW.  I  will  say  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  that  somebody  else  raised  the  ques¬ 
tion  and  put  the  figure  at  one-third.  So 
that  there  is  some  difference  in  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  own  ranks  about  the  amount. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  requisite  number  of 
words. 

I  am  pleased  that  the  committee  is 
giving  some  of  us  who  are  interested  in 
this  project  an  opportunity  to  be  heard. 
The  need  for  an  airport  for  Washing¬ 
ton,  the  metropolitan  center  of  the 
world,  has  been  evident  for  the  past 
several  years.  The  need  is  great.  It 
will  take  several  years  to  build  it.  And 
it  is  needed  right  now.  The  greatly  in¬ 
creased  traffic  at  the  airport  necessitates 
another  airport  for  Washington. 

Let  me  say  right  now  to  the  Members 
that  the  airport  project  is  not  a  local 
problem  to  be  haggled  over  by  local  in- 
tez-ests  for  4  or  5  years  more.  It  is  a  pro¬ 
ject  to  meet  the  demands  and  needs  of 
the  air-traveling  public.  It  is  mighty 
hazardous  flying  with  the  traffic  now 
over  the  present  airport. 

The  question  before  us  today  is.  Who 
is  to  be  satisfied  in  this  matter?  Several 
people  locally  or  the  several  millions  of 
people  from  all  parts  of  the  world  who 
come  to  Washington?  Last  year  5  mil¬ 
lion  people  used  the  Washington  Air¬ 
port.  To  my  way  of  thinking,  this  pro¬ 
ject  has  been  kicked  around  just  about 
long  enough  by  the  local  interests.  The 
Congress  should  take  some  action  here 
today.  This  project  has  been  hanging 
fire  for  7  long  years,  when  we  could  have 
constructed  another  airport  to  meet  the 
needs  and  demands  of  the  people  who 
come  to  Washington.  So  today  it  is  time 
for  action,  time  to  make  a  decision.  It 
is  long  overdue. 

Traffic  at  the  Washington  Airport  has 
increased  at  a  terrific  rate.  The  air¬ 
traveling  public  is  entitled  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  just  as  well  as  the  local  inter¬ 


ests.  Certainly  it  is  a  reflection  on  us 
not  to  have  adequate  airport  facilities 
in  so  great  a  world  center  as  Washing¬ 
ton.  Near  misses  are  a  common  occur¬ 
rence.  Why  continue  to  jeopardize  the 
lives  of  people  because  of  the  local  bick¬ 
ering  as  to  location  that  has  been  going 
on  here  for  the  last  4  or  5  years? 

This  is  what  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  has  reported:  Near  collisions  re¬ 
ported  for  the  Washington  area  within 
an  approximate  15-mile  radius  of  Wash¬ 
ington  National  Airport,  September 
1956  to  March  1957,  26  near  collisions, 
with  approximately  261  persons  aboard. 

Near  collisions  reported  for  the  Wash¬ 
ington  terminal  area  within  a  30-mile 
radius  of  the  Washington  National  Air¬ 
port  Radio  Range  Station,  September 
1956  to  March  1957,  33  near  collisions, 
with  approximately  412  persons  aboard. 

Any  one  of  those  collisions  might  have 
wiped  out  the  lives  of  many  of  our  people. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Not  at  this  time.  As  my 
very  good  and  able  friend — although  not 
a  member  of  the  committee — is  aware 
that  the  committee  has  consumed  most 
of  the  time  thus  far.  The  building  of  a 
new  airport  is  a  very  serious  matter.  I 
call  to  the  attention  of  the  Members  that 
this  project  should  not  be  held  up  any 
longer  and  permit  further  bickering.  It 
has  been  hanging  fire  for  the  past  7 
years.  The  President  is  right  and  has 
recommended  that  the  Burke  site  be  de¬ 
termined  upon.  Evidently  he  had  sound 
information  that  convinced  him  that  the 
Burke  site  was  the  proper  location.  I 
am  pleased  that  he  definitely  recom¬ 
mended  the  Burke  site.  Oi 

The  Congress  should  take  immediate 
action  to  get  this  project  under  way.  It 
is  long  overdue,  and  the  safety  of  the 
flying  public  is  dependent  upon  it. 

I  want  to  compliment  my  good  friend 
the  gentleman  from  Texas.  He  said  he 
was  an  infantryman.  I  am  glad  to  see 
the  ground  forces  represented  here  to¬ 
day.  I  favor  his  amendment  and  trust 
it  will  be  adopted. 

(Mr.  GAVIN  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  won¬ 
der  if  we  can  agree  on  time  for  debate 
on  this  amendment.  We  have  had  some 
very  fine  statements.  Everybody  knows 
what  is  involved.  Of  course,  if  this 
amendment  is  voted  down,  the  airport  is 
dead. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  all  debate  on  the  pending 
amendment  and  all  amendments  there¬ 
to,  and  to  the  chapter,  close  in  30  min¬ 
utes,  the  last  7  minutes  to  be  allotted  to 
the  committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FLYNT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  amendment  which  has 
been  offered  by  the  chairman  of  the  com¬ 
mittee.  I  want  to  read,  if  I  may,  the 
first  sentence  in  the  second  paragraph 
of  the  report,  that  portion  which  deals 
with  this  subject: 

The  only  reason  for  this  appropriation 
is  air  safety. 
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Every  Member  of  this  body  is  in  full 
accord  with  that  purpose.  And  the  only 
question  we  have  to  resolve  here  is  the 
best  method  and  the  quickest  method 
of  providing  maximum  air  safety  for  the 
Washington  metropolitan  area.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  wonder  how  many  Members 
here  realize  that  within  an  11  Mj -mile 
circle  there  are  presently  6  major  air¬ 
ports  and  that  does  not  include  the  2 
heliports  at  the  Pentagon  and  at  the 
White  House.  There  are  presently  with¬ 
in  an  liy2-mile  circle  6  airports  of  vari¬ 
ous  sizes:  First,  the  Washington  Na¬ 
tional  Airport;  second,  a  small  airport 
in  Fairfax  County  called  the  Washing¬ 
ton -Virginia  Airport;  third,  Andrews  Air 
Force  Base;  fourth,  Anacostia  Naval  Sta¬ 
tion;  fifth,  Bolling  Air  Force  Base;  and 
sixth,  Davidson  Army  Air  Field  located 
at  Fort  Belvoir,  Va.  The  situation  with 
regard  to  the  traffic  pattern  and  air  haz¬ 
ards  created  by  these  existing  air  fields 
is  far  greater  than  any  metropolitan  area 
should  be  subjected  to.  By  the  creation 
of  a  new  major  airport,  a  second  major 
airport  to  serve  commercial  airlines  com¬ 
ing  into  the  Washington  area,  you  will 
merely  double  the  present  hazard  which 
exists.  If,  and  when,  this  new  airport 
at  Burke  is  built  not  only  will  present 
conditions  be  intensified,  but  in  all  prob¬ 
ability  a  greater  volume  of  air  traffic  will 
be  brought  into  this  area. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  is  already  at  a 
distance  of  not  more  than  8  miles  farther 
than  the  distance  from  downtown  Wash¬ 
ington  to  the  proposed  Burke  site,  one 
of  the  finest  airports  in  the  eastern  part 
of  the  United  States.  It  is  my  sincere 
belief  that  the  facilities  of  Friendship 
International  Airport  located  between 
Washington  and  Baltimore  should  be 
given  a  fair  and  adequate  trial  before 
launching  this  Government  on  a  $75  mil¬ 
lion  project  to  build  an  airport  in  the 
Burke  location  which  will,  in  all  proba¬ 
bility,  increase  the  air  hazards  and  the 
danger  to  the  American  air  traveling 
public. 

Slightly  more  than  1  year  ago,  in  com¬ 
pany  with  8  of  my  colleagues,  we  visited 
the  site  of  the  most  tragic  air  crash  in 
the  history  of  commercial  aviation  in  this 
country.  We  went  to  the  site  of  the 
Grand  Canyon  crash  that  claimed  128 
lives.  If  those  of  you  who  were  not  on 
that  visit  could  have  been  there,  you 
would  have  been  moved  then  and  there¬ 
after  to  continue  into  the  far  distant 
future,  to  do  everything  within  your 
power  to  avoid  the  repetition  of  a  tragedy 
like  that  from  ever  occurring  within  this 
area.  s 

Some  16  years  ago,  when  I  was  attend¬ 
ing  Air  Force  Flying  School,  I  came 
within  10  feet  of  crashing  in  midair  with 
another  plane.  So  therefore,  I  know 
firsthand,  once  by  observation  and  an¬ 
other  time  by  actual  experience,  of  the 
danger  of  air  collisions.  I  think  we  must 
take  every  possible  step  now  and  by  look¬ 
ing  into  the  future,  to  avoid  a  tragic 
midair  collision  which  would  be  similar 
to  that  which  took  place  over  the  Grand 
Canyon  approximately  13  months  ago. 

The  air-safety  factor  alone,  in  my 
opinion,  is  sufficient  justification  to  direct 
the  CAB  to  immediately  put  into  use  as 
far  as  possible  the  facilities  of  the  Friend¬ 


ship  Airport.  This  cannot  be  done  if  the 
appropriation  for  Burke  is  voted. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes*  the  gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
Gross]. 

(Mr.  GROSS  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  prob¬ 
lems  of  the  States  of  Maryland  and  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  have 
held  the  center  of  the  stage  in  the  House 
for  a  good  many  hours  recently.  I  think 
it  is  about  time  somebody  suggested  a 
horse  trade  so  that  we  can  kill  all  three 
of  these  problem-birds  with  the  same 
rock. 

I  wonder  if  we  go  along  with  Friend¬ 
ship  Airport,  if  our  friends  from  Virginia 
and  Maryland  would  tell  us  that  they 
would  no  longer  insist  on  a  bridge  or  a 
tunnel  across  the  Potomac  River. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  If  the  gentleman 
will  yield,  I  might  say  that  the  people 
from  Maryland  are  not  interested  in  a 
tunnel  or  a  bridge  over  the  Potomac. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  recall  a  bridge  not  so 
very  long  ago,  the  one  at  Jones  Point, 
that  Maryland  was  very  much  interested 
in. 

Mrs.  BOLTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  yield. 

Mrs.  BOLTON.  We  have  heard  about 
the  Army  and  the  Navy  and  everybody 
else  that  adds  to  the  congestion  around 
here.  Why  could  we  not  move  them  out 
and  do  a  few  little  things  for  the  civil¬ 
ians?  If  the  congestion  is  so  great,  they 
probably  make  the  larger  part  of  it. 

Mr.  GROSS.  The  gentlewoman  has 
made  an  excellent  suggestion,  but  let 
me  go  back  to  the  proposition  that  if 
Friendship  Airport  is  accepted,  I  won¬ 
der  if  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Broyhill]  would  agree  to  drop  legisla¬ 
tion  for  a  bridge  or  a  tunnel  across  the 
Potomac  River,  if  we  move  traffic  out  to 
Friendship? 

Mr.  BROYHILL.  I  thought  that  had 
already  been  decided. 

Mr.  GROSS.  You  still  have  a  bill 
with  some  $6  million  back  of  it  to  start 
a  bridge  across  the  Potomac.  Would 
not  the  gentleman  agree  that  it  be  with¬ 
drawn  and  the  taxpayers  saved  $6 
million? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  yield  to  my  friend. 
We  are  friends  are  we  not? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  It  depends  on  your 
answer.  A  gentleman  in  the  armed 
services  asked  me,  “If  you  moved  the 
armed  services  flying  out  of  the  local 
airport,  how  are  they  going  to  get  in 
their  flying  time?” 

Mr.  GROSS.  They  could  get  it  at 
Andrews  Field,  could  they  not? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  What?  Drive  away 
out  there? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gross]  has 
expired. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Meader], 
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(Mr.  MEADER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.  ) 

Mr.  MEADER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
been  interested  in  the  controversy  be¬ 
tween  two  airports  near  my  congres¬ 
sional  district,  Detroit  Wayne  Major  and 
Willow  Run.  The  Wayne  Major  Airport 
is  less  distant  from  Willow  Run  than  the 
proposed  Burke  Airport  is  from  the 
Washington  National  Airport.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  I  have  been  interested  in  what 
the  Civil  Aeronautics  Administration  is 
doing  about  the  separation  of  airports 
for  air  safety,  particularly  in  the  jet  age. 

I  would  like  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  criteria  for  the  separation 
of  airports  used  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Administration  were  set  in  1949.  Last 
year  in  the  hearings  of  the  Legal  and 
Monetary  Affairs  Subcommittee  of  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations 
we  inquired  into  this  question  of  sepa¬ 
ration  in  connection  with  our  investiga¬ 
tion  of  the  Government’s  role  in  avia¬ 
tion.  On  July  9  of  last  year  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Administrator,  Mr.  Charles 
Lowen,  since  deceased,  said  that  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Administration  did  not  then 
know  and  was  making  a  study  to  find  out 
the  effect  upon  air  traffic  patterns  of  the 
introduction  of  commercial  jets. 

His  testimony  on  page  381  reads  as 
follows: 

Mr.  Meader.  Well,  could  we  say  this,  Mr. 
Lowen,  that  if  it  is  desirable,  as  you  have 
testified  yesterday,  to  have  two  major  air¬ 
ports  as  far  apart  as  you  could  get  them,  that 
it  would  be  even  more  desirable  when  we 
come  to  use  jet  transports  and  increase  mili¬ 
tary  jet  flying,  to  have  those  airports  farther 
apart? 

Mr.  Lowen.  Well,  if  I  answered  that,  I 
would  be  answering  without  really  knowing 
until  we  run  our  experiments.  Nobody  really 
knows.  It  has  never  been  applied,  jet  com¬ 
mercial  application  has  never  really  been 
applied.  We  really  don’t  know  the  answers 
to  that. 

Mr.  Meader.  You  would  not  even  say  it  was 
desirable  that  major  airports  be  located  at 
greater  distances  from  each  other  in  view  of 
the  increased  rapidity  of  fight  in  the  jet  age? 

Mr.  Lowen.  I  would  not  want  to  at  this 
point,  not  from  the  standpoint  of  traffic  con¬ 
trol,  because  we  really  don’t  know  what  our 
problem  is  in  that  area. 

Mr.  Meader.  Well,  you  are  still  operating 
on  this  1949  standard? 

Mr.  Lowen.  Yes,  sir,  which  applies  to  the 
type  of  aircraft  we  are  flying  today  and  it  is 
satisfactory. 

Mr.  Meader.  You  don’t  anticipate  that 
your  study  with  these  military  jets  that  you 
are  acquiring  will  cause  you  to  shorten  these 
distances  that  you  recommend? 

Mr.  Lowen.  It  might  be  a  whole  new  type 
of  standard.  For  example,  straight-in  ap¬ 
proaches,  which  we  eliminate  a  pattern  or 
eliminate  having  to  give  2,  3,  or  4  holding 
patterns. 

You  will  have  a  different  type  of  traffic 
pattern.  You  won’t  be  coming  down  to  a 
low  altitude,  then  circling  the  field  to  come 
in  for  a  landing.  The  pilot  will  be  cleared 
and  notified  so  that  he  will  be  Jockeying  into 
position  while  he  is  still  at  high  altitudes. 

These  airplanes  will  descend  about  fifteen 
or  twenty  thousand  feet  a  minute,  so  they 
will  be  allowed  to  come  right  on  in.  They 
will  be  coming  down  in  an  elevator  rather 
than  a  pattern. 

Mr.  Davis.  Sir,  I  think  I  can  clear  up  a 
point  on  that. 

A  Boeing  707  is  now  being  operated  as  an 
experiment,  a  prototype  at  Seattle.  I  was 
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out  there  In  February  talking  to  the  chief 
pilot,  and  their  speeds  for  approach  and 
circling  are  about  the  same  as  the  DO-6  and 
DC-7  and  Constellation  at  the  moment,  and 
they  are  using  the  same  approach  patterns 
at  the  moment  that  the  other  carriers  are  at 
Seattle. 

It  works  a  hardship  of  some  sort  on  them, 
but  it  can  be  done. 

If  the  slow  speed  at  approach  time  Is  about 
the  same  as  our  present  transports,  the 
circling  problem  and  the  final  approach  are 
not  the  problems  that  we  are  facing. 

So,  I  think  the  airports  could  be  placed 
at  the  same  place  they  are  today  insofar  as 
that  part  of  the  approach. 

Mr.  Meades.  I  wonder  just  when  you  think 
this  study  will  be  completed,  Mr.  Lowen,  so 
you  will  have  some  idea  about  these  criteria? 

Mr.  Lowen.  As  I  said  yesterday,  we  start 
next  month  training  our  crews.  We  should 
have  a  B— 47  in  operation  within  approxi¬ 
mately  6  weeks  after  we  receive  it,  which 
should  be  this  month,  and  then  we  have 
got  to  put  in  all  of  our  radio  gear  and  get  it 
operational. 

And,  as  soon  as  we  do  that,  have  our  prob¬ 
lems  worked  out,  we  will  bring  in  the  B--47- 
type  operation  and  I  would  assume  that  in 
6  months  we  will  have  many  of  the  answers 
to  the  problems  that  are  posed  here  today. 

Now  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman, 
from  New  York,  or  someone  else  on  the 
committee,  whether  if  we  go  ahead  and 
spend  this  great  sum  of  money  for  the 
Burke  Airport  so  close  to  Washington 
National  Airport  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Administration  will  consider  either  of 
them  adequate  for  full  use  by  commercial 
jet  planes  in  1959  and  thereafter? 

My  question  is  whether  or  not  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Administration  has  yet  set 
up  any  criteria  of  separation  of  airports 
based  upon  the  use  of  jets  in  commercial 
operation? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  My  recollection  is  that 
the  committee  had  no  testimony  in  re¬ 
gard  to  the  gentleman’s  second  question ; 
but  I  will  say  in  answer  to  his  first  ques¬ 
tion,  as  to  whether  or  not  they  have 
taken  into  consideration  the  use  by  com¬ 
mercial  jet  planes,  that  the  testimony 
contemplates  use  by  jets,  which  will  be 
in  operation  in  1960  and  1961 ;  and  they 
gave  this  testimony  as  one  of  the  rea¬ 
sons  for  the  necessity  of  immediately 
starting  the  construction  of  this  addi¬ 
tional  airport  at  Burke. 

Mr.  MEADER.  I  would  like  to  call 
the  gentleman’s  attention  to  the  hear¬ 
ings  I  referred  to  embodying  the  views 
of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Administration. 
In  his  testimony,  Mr.  Lowen  said  they 
could  not  tell  then  whether  when  jets 
.were  used  commercially  airports  should 
be  farther  apart  or  not;  that  they  were 
engaging  in  a  study  of  that  problem.  I 
have  not  heard  that  the  study  has  been 
completed. 

The  Burke  Airport  site  was  selected 
6,  7,  or  8  years  ago.  The  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Administration,  according  to  my 
own  experience,  has  a  policy  of  standing 
pat  on  their  decisions,  right  or  wrong, 
and  regardless  of  developments  in  the 
meantime.  They  are  pouring  money 
into  Wayne  Major  Airport  right  now  at 
the  rate  of  a  million  dollars  a  year,  and 
that  airport  is  being  built  up  right  now 
on  top  of  an  existing  airport.  I  cite  that 
example  as  a  reason  why  we  should  have 
this  study  of  traffic  patterns  of  the  use 


of  commercial  jets  before  any  great  sums 
of  money  are  spent  on  a  new  airport. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Jones]  is  recognized 
for  3  minutes. 

(Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  at  the  start  I  want  to  say  that  I  am 
opposed  to  any  appropriation  that  does 
not  take  into  account  the  use  of  Friend¬ 
ship  Airport.  I  have  been  hearing  about 
Friendship  ever  since  I  came  to  Wash¬ 
ington.  I  took  occasion  to  drive  out 
there  last  year  and  when  I  went  into 
that  beautiful  building  it  seemed  like  a 
morgue;  they  were  not  doing  any  busi¬ 
ness.  I  checked  with  all  the  airlines. 
They  had  42  commercial  flights  in  and 
out  of  that  wonderful  airport  a  day  at  a 
time  when  there  were  over  800  flights  a 
day  here  at  the  Washington  National 
Airport. 

I  want  to  say  also  that  I  think  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Administration  has 
not  been  using  good  judgment  in  per¬ 
mitting  the  scheduling  of  flights  at  the 
rate  of  80  an  hour  here  at  Washington 
National  Airport,  creating  hazards 
which  are  not  necessary  when  many  of 
those  flights  could  be  scheduled  in  and 
out  of  Friendship  Airport. 

We  are  right  now  hearing  a  lot  about 
the  difference  in  driving  time  between 
Burke  and  Washington,  and  Friendship 
and  Washington.  I  have  driven  to 
Friendship;  I  have  driven  from  the  site 
of  the  Burke  Airport  to  Washington  and 
I  would  say  there  would  be  about  5 
minutes’  difference  coming  from  Friend¬ 
ship  or  coming  from  Burke  to  downtown 
Washington;  and  if  you  are  going  to 
establish  a  airport  at  Burke  you  are 
going  to  have  to  build  a  lot  of  super¬ 
highways  that  are  going  to  cost  many 
millions  of  dollars  and  you  are  going  to 
contribute  additionally  to  the  congested 
traffic  crossing  the  river.  I  am  against 
both. 

Another  thing,  I  think  you  could  take 
the  testimony  that  is  given  in  this  hear¬ 
ing  and  convict  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Administration  of  negligence  and  con¬ 
tributing  to  hazards. 

If  you  ever  listened  to  the  pilots  being 
talked  down  over  National  Airport  it 
would  chill  you,  and  you  would  not  want 
to  take  another  flight  unless  it  was  an 
absolute  necessity.  I  say  that  in  the 
interest  of  safety  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Administration  should  be  forced  to  use 
Friendship  Airport  to  relieve  some  of 
the  hazardous  traffic  conditions  at  the 
Washington  Airport.  In  my  way  of 
thinking  we  should  not  appropriate  any 
additional  money  for  an  additional  air¬ 
port  until  they  use  the  available  facili¬ 
ties  they  have. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  Devereux]. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
take  the  floor  at  this  time  to  ask  someone 
on  the  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce 
Committee  why  the"  bill  which  would 
provide  for  a  heliport  to  serve  Washing¬ 
ton  has  not  even  had  a  hearing?  I 
understand  that  my  colleague  from 
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Maryland  introduced  such  a  bill  some  6 
or  8  years  ago.  It  seems  to  me  that  at 
least  we  should  consider  that  aspect  of 
the  problem  that  is  before  us  today. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  JONAS.  In  my  own  time  I  tried 
to  establish  the  driving  time  from  Idle- 
wild  Airport  into  the  City  of  New  York 
and  there  was  a  difference  of  opinion 
among  the  members  of  the  committee. 
Some  said  40  minutes -and  I  think  one 
member  stated  it  as  low  as  20  minutes. 
So  I  sent  out  for  an  Eastern  Airlines 
bulletin,  effective  August  1,  1957,  and 
find  that  the  driving  time  from  Idlewild 
Airport  into  the  City  of  New  York  is  55 
minutes  and  that  the  driving  time  from 
LaGuardia  is  44  minutes.  This  is  in 
comparison  with  40-45  minutes  from 
Friendship  into  the  center  of  Wash¬ 
ington. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man.  We  who  are  legislating  on  this 
important  matter  should  consider  the 
fact  that  if  we  want  to  properly  serve 
any  of  the  outlying  airports  around  the 
Washington  area  we  should  have  a  heli¬ 
port  here,  if  we  want  to  be  modern.  If 
we  want  to  further  congest  the  traffic 
in  the  Washington  area — that  is  the 
ground  traffic — then  we  should  not  even 
consider  a  heliport.  In  my  judgment, 
that  is  the  answer.  I  am  not  opposed  to 
another  airfield  to  serve  Washington, 
but  it  certainly  should  be  far  enough 
removed  from  the  National  Airport  in 
order  not  to  create  additional  traffic 
problems. 

It  is  for  that  reason  I  would  oppose  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  to  get  the  retainment  factor 
out  of  that  section  of  the  bill.  We  must 
remember  that  if  we  support  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Thomas],  then  there  will  be 
no  retainment  factor  in  the  bill.  We  will 
simply  be  giving  away  approximately 
$75  million  to  the  airlines. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Rooney], 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  an¬ 
swer  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Maryland  [Mr.  Devereux]  I  am 
prompted  to  say  that  I  was  under  the 
impression  that  we  had  a  heliport  here 
in  Washington  and  that  it  was  down 
in  the  rear  of  the  White  House. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  has  been  no  dis¬ 
cussion  so  far  with  regard  to  the  sort  of 
locality  in  which  the  site  at  Burke  is. 
There  seems  to  be  some  misunderstand¬ 
ing  and  that  it  is  a  typical  suburban 
area  with  1-  and  2-family  houses. 
Nothing  could  be  farthest  from  the 
truth. 

Out  here  at  Burke,  Va.,  when  land  ac¬ 
quisition  was  started  by  CAA  in  1951, 
after  this  House  and  the  Congress'  ap¬ 
propriated  a  million  dollars  to  proceed 
at  Burke  with  an  additional  Washington 
airport,  there  was  a  total  of  89  improved 
parcels  in  the  approximately  4,000  acres 
of  the  Burke  site,  58  were  acquired  by 
CAA  in  1951,  leaving  31  improved  par¬ 
cels  still  to  be  acquix-ed.  There  were 
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hearings  before  the  so-called  Holland 
special  subcommittee  over  in  the  other 
body  in  the  present  session  of  this  Con¬ 
gress  and  these  hearings  revealed  that 
a  check  was  made  early  this  year,  1957, 
and  that  only  6  new  homes  had  been 
constructed  on  the  site  during  the  past 
51/2  years  since  this  additional  airport 
matter  was  before  the  Congress  pre¬ 
viously.  There  were  11  new  homes  con¬ 
structed  in  the  protective  area  outside  of 
the  site. 

Now,  this  tract  of  land,  largely  timber- 
land  out  here  in  Virginia,  within  a  short 
distance  not  only  of  the  Nation’s  Capital 
but  from  Washington  National  Airport 
for  those  who  have  to  transfer  from  one 
flight  or  airline  to  another,  has  been 
recommended,  as  I  said  previously,  by 
the  foremost  Government  experts  on  the 
subject.  There  is  no  question  about  the 
advisability  of  going  ahead  with  this 
additional  Washington  airport  at  Burke 
in  the  mind  of  anyone  who  is  connected 
with  aviation  or  the  technical  "aspects  of 
building  an  airport. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  urge  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  distinguished  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Thomas],  be 
adopted. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Flood], 

Mr.  FLOOD.  Mr.  Chairman,  after  10 
years,  believe  it  or  not,  I  have  nothing 
further  to  say.  I  hope  we  get  the  Burke 
airport  immediately. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Yates]. 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Chairman,  those  of 
us  who  come  from  metropolitan  areas 
know  how  difficult  it  is  to  get  to  and  from 
an  airport.  In  my  own  city  of  Chicago 
it  takes  approximately  40  to  60  minutes 
to  get  to  Midway  Airport  from  the  Loop 
and  it  takes  even  longer  than  that  to 
get  to  the  New  O’Hare  Airport  which  is 
being  used  more  and  more  by  the  air¬ 
lines.  That  is  why  I  find  the  airport  in 
Washington  of  significant  convenience. 
It  is  unique  to  find  a  port  so  close  to  a 
major  city.  I  know  I  would  not  like  to 
have  to  use  the  Friendship  Airport  as  an 
alternative  airport.  It  is  not  nearly  as 
convenient  as  National;  it  is  not  nearly 
as  convenient  as  Burke  according  to  CAA 
the  safety  factor  is  the  same. 

We  must  serve  the  Nation’s  capital, 
and  I  think  we  have  to  keep  that  in  mind. 
We  are  not  proposing  to  serve  Baltimore. 
Our  responsibility  is  to  serve  the  Na¬ 
tion’s  capital.  Burke  airport  offers  that 
opportunity  much  more  than  does 
Friendship. 

I  think  we  have  to  keep  in  mind,  too, 
the  testimony  of  the  experts  who  ap¬ 
peared  before  our  committee.  The  CAA 
is  an  expert  body.  Those  whom  you 
heard  speaking  here  today  who  want  to 
use  the  Friendship  Airport  are  not  ex¬ 
perts.  They  represent  local  interests  and 
I  am  not  criticizing  them.  It  is  their  task 
to  do  so  and  they  are  doing  a  good  job. 
But  they  are  not  specially  qualified  to 
pass  upon  the  selection  of  airpoi’ts. 

I  call  your  attention  to  the  hearings 
at  page  602  where  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Thomas]  cross-examined  the 
people  of  the  CAA.  He  said; 


How  long  have  you  been  looking  at  this 
site? 

And  they  said: 

We  have  been  looking  at  it  for  9  years. 

Mr.  Thomas.  Are  you  folks  greenhorns  in 
the  business  of  selecting  sites  for  airports? 

Mr.  Pyle.  I  would  not  consider  us  so,  Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr.  Thomas.  How  long  have  you  been  in 
the  business  of  selecting  airports?  We  have 
a  lot  of  laymen  that  apparently  know  more 
about  the  selection  than  you  people  do.  How 
long  have  you  people  been  selecting  airport 
sites  and  building  airports? 

Mr.  Pyle.  Mr.  Howell,  I  think  you  could 
probably  answer  that  question  more  ade¬ 
quately  than  I  can. 

Mr.  Howell.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  started  in  air¬ 
port  work  in  1930. 

And,  if  you  examine  the  testimony,  you 
will  find  that  these  people  who  have  tes¬ 
tified  in  favor  of  Burke  have  been  select¬ 
ing  airport  sites  for  years  all  over  the 
country  and  have  selected  more  than 
1,000  of  them  in  all  sections  of  the  coun¬ 
try.  If  you  examine  their  testimony  on 
page  602,  you  will  find  that  they  say 
that  Friendship  is  a  good  airport.  I  read 
from  that  page : 

While  temporary  relief  is  obtainable 
through  diversion  of  air  traffic  to  Friendship, 
it  offers  no  permanent  solution,  and  the 
construction  of  an  additional  airport  for 
Washington  is  necessary. 

I  agree  with  the  chairman,  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Thomas],  and 
I  agree  with  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Bow],  I  say  that  it  is  advantageous 
and  necessary  to  use  Friendship  at  the 
present  time,  but  the  fact  remains  that 
we  are  going  to  need  another  airport  to 
serve  this  community.  That  is  why  I 
say  that  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  must  be  supported 
at  the  present  time  so  we  can  construct 
an  airport  to  take  care  of  the  needs  of 
the  Nation’s  Capital. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Horan], 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  just 
want  to  point  out  the  testimony  before 
our  subcommittee  in  which  they  state 
that  10  years  ago  we  had  about  160,000 
aircraft  movements  in  and  out  of  Wash¬ 
ington.  This  year  it  is  estimated  to  be 
280,000  aircraft  movements  in  and  out 
of  Washington.  Other  testimony  indi¬ 
cated  that  it  would  be  at  least  one-third 
greater  by  1960.  I  think  we  need  the 
National  Airport;  I  think  we  need 
Friendship;  I  also  think  we  should  have 
a  third  airport  here.  I  believe  that  sin¬ 
cerely  as  one  who  has  studied  the  prob¬ 
lem  and  listened  to  the  testimony  before 
our  subcommittee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman, 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Thomas]  is  recognized 
for  7  minutes  to  close  the  debate  on  the 
pending  amendment. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  let  me 
talk  to  you  in  my  own  humble  way.  I 
am  no  expert  on  this  subject.  Frankly, 
I  fly  very,  very  little.  And  I  have  been 
flying  only  for  about  a  year  or  a  year 
and  a  half.  And  every  time  I  get  into  a 
plane,  I  promis  myself  while  we  are  in 
the  air  that  if  I  ever  get  back  again  on 
the  ground,  it  will  be  the  last  time  I  will 
get  into  a  plane. 


I  have  no  interest  other  than  as  a 
citizen.  I  have  no  ax  to  grind.  May  I 
respectfully  ask  the  Members  of  the 
House  to  turn  to  the  committee  report 
and  read  it.  It  is  short. 

Everybody  knows  that  this  National 
Airport  is  a  death  trap.  We  are  going  to 
have  to  do  something  about  it.  We 
should  have  done  it  2  or  3  years  ago. 
Please  listen  to  this — there  is  not  a  Mem¬ 
ber  of  this  House  who  does  not  have 
constituents  coming  into  that  airport 
every  day.  I  was  thinking  about  it  the 
other  day.  My  town,  Houston,  is  1,200 
or  1,500  miles  from  here,  but  there  is  not 
a  day  in  the  year  that  I  do  not  have  many 
people  from  that  city  come  into  the  air¬ 
port.  The  vast  majority  of  my  colleagues 
will  have  many,  many  people  from  their 
area  using  that  airport  every  day.  And 
make  no  mistake  about  it,  it  is  a  death 
trap,  say  what  you  please.  I  am  no  ex¬ 
pert  and  I  do  not  claim  to  be  an  expert. 
But  when  an  airplane  takes  off  and  an¬ 
other  one  sits  down  out  there  every  45 
seconds,  that  is  a  death  trap.  You  know 
it  and  I  know  it,  too. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Can  the  gen¬ 
tleman  tell  me  why  they  do  not  use 
Friendship? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  do  not  know,  but  I 
will  tell  the  gentleman  one  thing.  We 
think  the  Members  of  the  House  want 
our  subcommittee  to  do  this,  and  we  are 
not  going  to  wait  any  later  than  tomor¬ 
row.  We  are  going  to  notify  the  CAB 
and  the  CAA.  We  are  going  to  tell  them 
in  no  uncertain  words  to  get  busy  and 
use  that  airport,  and  to  do  it  now.  And 
I  am  talking  about  Friendship. 

I  will  say  to  my  lovable  friend,  Sammy, 
“We  are  going  to  bail  you  out.  We  are 
going  to  use  your  excess  capacity.”  And 
they  ought  to  do  it.  And  I  say  the  same 
thing  to  Messrs.  Fallon,  Lankford,  Gar- 
Matz,  and  Devereux. 

Mr.  LANKFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  would  ask  the  gen¬ 
tleman  please  to  let  me  finish  my  state¬ 
ment.  The  gentleman  knows  I  admire 
him.  He  is  a  fine  man  and  we  are  going 
to  bail  him  out.  Now,  how  much  more 
does  he  want?  And  it  makes  good  sense. 
It  is  going  to  take  3  or  4  years  to  build 
this  new  airport.  I  am  not  going  to  say 
anything  but  good  about  these  gentle¬ 
men. 

Mr.  Chairman,  my  friend,  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Broyhill]  is  the 
finest  builder  in  this  country.  But  if 
he  has  ever  built  an  airport,  I  will  be 
greaty  surprised.  He  is  no  expert.  But 
we  are  going  -to  help  him,  too.  I  will 
say  to  him,  your  property  values  in  the 
Burke  area  are  not  going  down.  They 
are  going  to  increase.  And  that  is  as  it 
should  be.  I  hope  they  do.  The  gen¬ 
tleman’s  constituents  deserve  it.  Mr. 
Broyhill  is  a  fine  gentleman  and  a  fine 
Member  of  this  House. 

Mr.  BROYHILL.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Of  course,  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia. 
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Mr.  BROYHILL.  The  gentleman  is 
not  insinuating  that  I  have  a  personal 
axe  to  grind  in  opposing  this  airport, 
is  he? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Of  course  not.  We 
are  going  to  help  out  his  constituents. 
We  want  the  gentleman  to  know  that  we 
are  going  to  help  them. 

What  do  the  experts  say.  The  Civil 
Aeronautics  Administration  people  are 
your  legally-constituted  authorities  to 
select  and  build  these  airports  and,  in 
my  judgment,  they  have  done  a  pretty 
good  job.  I  do  not  know  whether  or  not 
they  are  infallible.  Again,  I  am  not  an 
expert.  But  if  they  cannot  make  these 
selections,  I  cannot.  I  am  not  qualified. 

They  say  this  is  not  the  best  site. 
They  say  it  is  the  best  available  site. 
They  say  the  best  site  is  down  here  at 
Andrews,  but  they  say  the  military  is 
not  going  to  give  it  up.  They  cannot 
get  it  from  the  military,  the  military  is 
claiming  priority.  And  I  expect  this 
Congress  will  recognize  the  priority  of 
the  military  there. 

So  we  must  take  what  they  say  is  the 
best  available.  I  think  their  judgment 
is  good.  You  have  to  have  it.  There  is 
no  question  about  it. 

What  do  the  experts  say  again?  Lis¬ 
ten  to  these  figures.  They  are  in  the 
record.  They  are  not  my  figures  and  I 
do  not  know  about  them,  but  I  believe 
them  because  I  think  they  are  accurate. 
They  say  that  throughout  the  Nation, 
nationwide,  air  transport  service  in¬ 
creased  300  percent  in  the  last  10  years. 
They  say  it  will  increase  in  the  next  10 
years,  and  I  think  they  are  overconserva¬ 
tive,  another  150  percent.  They  esti¬ 
mate  for  3  years  the  traffic  at  Washing¬ 
ton  National  Airport  will  increase  50 
percent.  How  much  will  it  increase  in 
10  years?  My  guess  is  not  150  percent, 
but  200  percent.  Friendship  will  be 
crowded,  the  National  Airport  will  be 
crowded,  and  the  new  airport  will  be 
crowded. 

Let  us  not  make  any  mistakes  here.  I 
have  no  special  interest  in  this  thing.  In 
fact,  as  I  told  my  friend  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  I  belong  to  the  infantry.  I  am 
staying  with  the  railroads.  It  is  not 
going  to  cost  the  taxpayers  1  penny,  not 
like  my  friend  from  Virginia  says,  $150 
million.  He  must  be  talking  about  a  sub¬ 
division  he  has  in  mind,  certainly  not  the 
airport.  It  is  not  going  to  cost  the  tax¬ 
payers  a  dime. 

I  hope  you  will  support  the  committee 
and  vote  for  the  amendment.  Then  you 
will  get  started,  and  in  3  or  4  years  you 
will  have  another  airport. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  expired.  All 
time  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
.  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Thomas]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  H.  Carl 
Andersen)  there  were — ayes  120,  noes 
51. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  ds  follows: 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  AIR  FORCE 

Military  construction.  Air  Force 

For  acquisition,  construction.  Installation, 
and  equipment  of  temporary  or  permanent 


public  works,  military  installations,  and 
facilities  for  the  Air  Force  as  authorized  by 
sections  2231-2238  of  title  10,  United  States 
Code,  by  section  505  of  the  act  of  September 
28,  1951  (Public  Law  155),  by  section  302  of 
the  act  of  July  14,  1952  (Public  Law  534), 
the  act  of  August  7,  1953  (Public  Law  209), 
the  act  of  April  1,  1954  (Public  Law  325), 
the  act  of  July  27,  1954  (Public  Law  534), 
the  act  of  September  1,  1954  (Public  Law 
765),  the  act  of  July  15,  1955  (Public  Law 
161),  the  act  of  August  3,  1956  (Public  Law 
968) ,  and  the  additional  projects  as  may  be 
authorized  by  law  during  the  first  session  of 
the  85th  Congress,  without  regard  to  section 
9774  (d)  of  title  10,  United  States  Code, 
and  section  3734  Revised  Statutes  as 
amended,  to  remain  available  until  expended, 
$900  million. 

Mrs.  BOLTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  no  one  in  this  House 
could  feel  more  keenly  our  need  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  men  and  women  in  our 
services  both  here  and  overseas.  It  is 
very  important  that  we  give  them  ade¬ 
quate  recreational  facilities,  adequate 
living  conditions  and  so  on.  One  does 
not  regret  the  millions  of  dollars  that  go 
into  our  Defense  Department  in  the  reg¬ 
ular  as  well  as  this  supplemental  defense 
appropriation  bill. 

It  is  quite  another  matter  to  put 
through  appropriations  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  State.  Some  of  the  requests  are 
for  facilities  for  the  Foreign  Service. 
Why  should  these  be  scoffed  at,  and 
laughed  at?  Why  should  they  be  sub¬ 
jected  to  sarcasms.  One  would  suppose 
that  the  Foreign  Service  was  going  out 
over  the  world  to  injure  the  United 
States.  In  reality,  the  Foreign  Service 
men  and  women  are  our  scouts,  our  first- 
line  soldiers.  If  you  had  been  to  some  of 
the  places  some  of  us  have  been  to,  if 
you  had  seen  the  conditions  under  which 
some  of  our  people  live  in  Asia,  in  Africa, 
I  believe,  you  would  find  yourself  rather 
horrified  and  not  a  little  ashamed.  If 
you  tried  in  your  imagination  to  live 
there  for  2  or  3  years.  I  believe  you 
would  find  it  simply  impossible.  In  one 
little  place,  the  only  possible  recreation 
of  any  kind  would  be  a  little  fishing 
boat.  In  another  place  in  order  to  make 
it  tolerable  for  the  life  of  the  little 
children,  there  should  be  a  swimming 
pool  for  them  and  perhaps  a  little  larger 
one  that  people  could  cool  off  in  at  the 
end  of  a  torrid  day — but,  oh,  no.  Here 
is  an  item  of  $265  million  for  military 
construction  in  the  Navy  which  includes 
naval  installations  and  equipment,  large 
sums  for  the  Army,  $900  million  for  the 
Air  Force  granted  that  it  is  not  all  for 
recreation  and  morale  building.  But  all 
that  the  Department  of  State  asked  for 
was  less  than  $500,000.  It  seems  in¬ 
credible  to  me  that  this  body  could  be  so 
generous  to  the  men  in  the  Army,  Navy, 
and  Air  Force  and  so  unable  to  recog¬ 
nize  the  real  needs  of  the  men  and  wom¬ 
en  in  the  Foreign  Service. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  no  desire  to 
take  anything  away  from  the  men  in 
our  defense  services,  but  I  felt  this  an 
opportunity  to  compare  the  two  con¬ 
trasting  situations.  The  State  Depart¬ 
ment  has  been  granted  just  nothing  this 
year  for  recreation.  In  the  housing  pro¬ 
grams  there  the  sum  of  $18,700,000  for 
construction  and  maintenance  of  which, 


roughly,  $3  million  was  for  maintenance 
of  all  constructed  buildings.  This  leaves 
something  like  $7  million  for  acquisi¬ 
tions,  and  are  opening  up  five  new  con¬ 
sulates  in  the  African  area  alone.  For 
construction  there  is  about  another  $7 
million.  It  seems  to  me  that,  before 
another  appropriation  bill  comes  to  us 
in  the  next  session,  it  would  be  a  very 
good  thing  for  our  country  if  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  this  body  would  make  it  their 
business  on  their  trips,  or  if  they  do  not 
go  tripping,  then  in  their  reading  and 
their  research,  particularly  in  their  own 
hearts,  to  question  the  wisdom  of  giving 
so  little  to  these  people  who  go  out  and 
consecrate  themselves  to  the  service  of 
the  United  States — are  country. 

Some  years  ago  a  part  of  my  job  in 
going  out  was  to  ask  what  the  backlog 
of  work  was  in  these  consulates.  I 
found  it  everywhere  terribly  piled  up, 
partly  due  to  cuts  in  personnel.  The 
representation  allowance  long  since  ex¬ 
hausted,  yet,  when  we  Congressmen  ar¬ 
rived  there  was  a  simple  but  charming 
dinner  given  so  that  we  would  meet  the 
government  officials  and  so  forth.  I 
asked  the  hostess  the  next  morning, 
“Where  is  the  money  coming  from  to 
pay  for  that  dinner?”  She  would  not 
tell  me  at  first.  Finally  she  said,  “My 
year’s  dress  allowance  will  do  it.”  How 
did  I,  a  woman  in  Congress  feel  when 
I  heard  that?  Do  not  forget  that  next 
year — will  you? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentlewoman  from  Ohio  [Mrs.  Bolton  1 
has  expired. 

Mr.  FORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word. 

I  certainly  feel  that  the  point  made  by 
the  gentlewoman  from  Ohio  [Mrs. 
Bolton]  is  sound,  but  I  do  not  think  she 
is  quite  fair  in  leaving'  in  inference  that 
all  of  this  money  which  is  being  made 
available  for  the  military  construction 
program  is  for  pleasure,  enjoyment  and 
recreation. 

Mrs.  BOLTON.  Will  the  gentleman 
make  the  record  clear  for  me?  I  did 
not  mean  to  infer  that  at  all. 

Mr.  FORD.  I  did  not  think  she  did. 

I  think  the  Record  ought  to  be  clear 
that  that  was  not  her  intent.  Just  to  be 
careful  and  pinpoint,  as  far  as  the  Army 
is  concerned,  out  of  the  $305  million 
requested  and  approved  by  the  commit¬ 
tee  it  involves  4  chapels,  1  theater,  2 
swimming  pools,  both  at  the  Fort  Sands 
proving  ground,  which,  as  everybody 
knows,  is  a  very  disagreeable  place  to 
be  stationed.  In  other  words,  almost  all 
of  the  money  is  for  operational  facili¬ 
ties. 

Mrs.  BOLTON.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  FORD.  I  yield. 

Mrs.  BOLTON.  I  certainly  do  not  be¬ 
grudge  them  the  two  pools.  I  am  simply 
taking  this  opportunity  to  bring  out  the 
difference,  with  the  hope  for  a  change  of 
heart  next  year. 

Mr.  FORD.  As  I  said,  initially  I  think 
the  gentlewoman’s  comments  are  apro¬ 
pos.  I  think  we  should  not  treat  the 
State  Department  any  differently  than 
any  other  department. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the- 
gentleman  yield? 
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Mr.  FORD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Do  I  understand  that 
there  is  provided  in  the  construction 
funds  somewhere  $75,000  for  a  house  for 
the  Air  Force  Academy? 

Mr.  FORD.  Sometime  in  the  past  an 
authorization  was  approved  by  Congress 
providing  for  a  $75,000  residence  for 
the  Superintendent  of  the  Air  Force 
Academy.  This  year  when  this  bill  was 
submitted  to  the  committee,  a  request 
was  made  to  increase  that  authorization 
to  $97,500. 

May  I  point  out  that  the  other  figure 
was  over  and  above  land  costs  or  utility 
costs.  The  committee  rejected  the  re¬ 
quest  for  the  increase  in  the  ceiling 
from  $75,000  to  $97,500,  in  effect  left  it 
at  the  lower  figure. 

I  only  wish  to  say  again  as  I  said 
earlier  that  a  $75,000  home  under  these 
circumstances  is  more  than  adequate, 
and  I  am  glad  that  the  committee  re¬ 
jected  the  higher  figure. 

Mr.  EVINS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  rise  in  opposi¬ 
tion  to  the  committee  recommended 
funds  for  the  Air  Force  or  any  of  our 
services;  neither  do  I  rise  in  opposition 
to  the  request  made  for  our  foreign 
services  as  referred  to  by  the  gentle¬ 
woman  from  Ohio  but  I  think  the  House 
is  entitled  to  all  the  information  and 
some  additional  information  also  on  this 
subject.  I  have  some  friends  in  the 
Foreign  Service.  I  do  not  think  they 
are  suffering  in  their  diplomatic  posts, 
too  greatly. 

I  hold  in- my  hand  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Wilham  F.  Hughes,  Director  of  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  Foreign  Operations,  Department 
of  State,  in  which  he  gives  to  me,  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  an  inquiry,  a  list  of  18  embassy 
construction  projects  overseas  in  some 
15  countries  at  a  total  of  $17,105,081 — 
that  is,  presently  under  construction. 

In  addition  Mr.  Hughes  has  provided 
me  with  information  on  the  call  for  bids 
on  the  construction  of  three  other  build¬ 
ings  overseas  at  a  cost  of  $2,375,000,  and 
18  additional  projects  on  which  plan¬ 
ning' is  now  under  way  for  building  con¬ 
struction  in  the  Foreign  Office,  housing, 
quarters,  and  luxury  facilities  for  the 
Foreign  Service  overseas  in  amount  of 
$15,985,000. 

Then  we  are  told  that  this  is  only  a 
part,  that  there  is  a  $200  million  pro¬ 
gram  to  cover  a  period  of  10  years  con¬ 
struction  planned  and,  for  the  informa¬ 
tion  of  my  colleagues,  I  am  putting  in 
the  Record  today  a  list  of  the  projects 
under  way,  planned,  and  under  construc¬ 
tion  and  the  cost.  The  $200  million  pro¬ 
gram  is  for  550  houses  for  our  services 
overseas. 

I  know  some  of  the  Members  are  hav¬ 
ing  a  little  difficulty  securing  adminis¬ 
trative  approval  for  a  post  office  or  Fed¬ 
eral  building  in  their  own  districts.  I 
am  supplying  my  colleagues  this  infor¬ 
mation  in  order  that  it  might  be  of  help¬ 
fulness. 

Mr.  BOW.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EVINS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BOW.  The  $200  million  program 
the  gentleman  mentioned  is  not  an  au¬ 
thorized  program  and  has  not  come  be¬ 


come  the  committee  for  authorization. 
We  are  talking  about  funds  that  have 
been  authorized.  The  10-year  program 
has  not  been  authorized. 

Mr.  EVINS.  The  State  Department 
embassy  construction  program  now  un¬ 
der  way  and  under  construction  is  $40 
million.  The  10-year  program  is  a  $200 
million  program. 

Mr.  BOW.  Actually  the  program  here 
is  $18  million.  That  is  the  program  au¬ 
thorized  at  this  time  and  funds  are 
being  appropriated  for  it. 

Mr.  EVINS.  I  said  to  the  committee 
earlier  that  I  was  not  rising  in  opposi¬ 
tion  to  the  authorized  program  before 
the  committee,  I  was  merely  explaining 
to  the  House  and  giving  them  informa¬ 
tion  about  the  overseas  construction 
program  for  the  Department  of  State. 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Scrivner:  On 
page  6,  line  14,  strike  out  the  period,  insert 
a  semi-colon  and  the  following:  " Provided , 
That  no  part  hereof  shall  be  applied  to  the 
construction  of  the  Air  Force  Academy 
chapel.” 

Mr.  THOMPSON  of  New  Jersey.  Mr. 
Chairman,  a  point  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  THOMPSON  of  New  Jersey.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  make  the  point  of  order  that 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Kansas  LMr.  Scrivner  1  is  not 
in  order  since  it  is  legislation  on  an 
appropriation  bill. 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  ■ 
is  a  limitation  on  the  expenditure  of 
funds,  therefore  the  amendment  I  have 
offered  is  in  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  Kilday).  The 
Chair  is  prepared  to  rule. 

The  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Thompson]  makes  the  point  of  order  that 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Kansas  constitutes  legislation  on  an 
appropriation  bill.  The  proviso  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  is  a  limi¬ 
tation  upon  the  purpose  for  which  the 
funds  appropriated  may  be  used,  there¬ 
fore  is  not  legislation.  The  point  of  or¬ 
der  is  overruled. 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  Mr.  Chairman,  un¬ 
less  someone  feels  that  I  am  personally 
opposed  to  chapels  or  cathedrals  for  the 
military,  let  me  make  it  perfectly  clear 
that  I  am  not  opposed  to  chapels  or 
cathedrals  for  the  military,  but  I  am  op¬ 
posed  to  this  one  particular  chapel  as  it 
is  now  designed  by  the  architects  and 
engineers.  Perhaps  it  might  be  well  to 
state  that  had  my  father  lived  6  months 
more  he  would  have  completed  50  years 
as  a  minister  of  the  gospel.  Religious 
worship  is  a  necessity — adequate  appro¬ 
priate  edifices  are  necessary. 

I  am  offering  this  amendment  for  1 
reason  and  1  reason  only.  I  offer  it 
so  that  as  Members  of  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives  when  you  go  out  to  Colorado 
Springs  2  or  3  years  from  now  and  look 
up  against  the  grandeur  of  the  Rockies 
and  see  this  19-spire  polished  aluminum 
monstrosity  you  will  know  whether  you 
have  voted  for  or  against  making  such 
an  incompatible  structure  possible.  Per¬ 
sonally  I  will  not. 


I  have  stated  pretty  much  all  I  wish 
to  say  earlier  today  and  I  am  not  going 
to  take  too  much  more  time  but  I  feel 
that  the  architects  and  engineers  bring 
in  a  design  of  a  chapel  or  cathedral — 
this  is  a  cathedral,  a  $3  million  cathe¬ 
dral,  that  is  what  it  is — that  will  be  more 
in  keeping  with  solemnity  of  worship 
and  the  natural  grandeur  of  the  Rockies. 
While  a  spire  is  a  proper  symbol  show¬ 
ing  the  reaching  of  man  on  earth  toward 
God  in  Heaven,  certainly  you  do  not 
need  19  of  them,  especially  when  they 
are  polished  aluminum  that  will  look 
like  a  row  of  polished  tepees  upon  the 
side  of  the  mountains. 

One  spire — a  very  tall  one — would  be 
preferable. 

Mr.  COAD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  COAD.  If  this  is  stricken,  should 
not  the  amount  be  amended  downward? 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  It  is  not  necessary 
to  amend  the  amount.  We  have  pro¬ 
vided  about  12  percent  in  overprogram¬ 
ing  in  projects,  so  that  as  far  as  the 
amount  is  concerned,  it  need  not  be 
amended.  They  can  use  the  $3  million 
for  something  else  they  need.  All  this 
does  is  to  defer  construction  for  this 
fiscal  year. 

Mr.  FLOOD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Kansas. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  not  to  be  a  de¬ 
bate  on  the  epistemological  probability 
of  teleological  agnosticism  or  anything 
of  that  sort.  This  concerns  a  very  se¬ 
rious  matter.  I  have  nothing  but  re¬ 
gard  and  affection  for  the  gentleman 
from  Kansas  [Mr.  Scrivner]  and  have 
had  for  many  years.  I  do  not  question 
his  integrity  or  the  seriousness  of  his 
effort.  But  I  submit,  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
solemnity  of  the  selection  of  this  tribute 
should  not  be  done  this  casually  in  a 
5-minute  debate. 

The  selection  of  this  chapel  for  the 
United  States  Air  Force  Academy  was 
done  with  the  approval  of  three  of  our 
great  established  religions.  It  was  done 
with  the  approval  and  the  unanimous 
action  of  a  board  of  America’s  greatest 
architects,  not  only  in  public  buildings 
but  in  buildings  dedicated  to  the  Al¬ 
mighty.  So  while  we  respect  every  man’s 
opinion  and  his  judgment  on  a  matter  as 
sacred  and  delicate  as  this  is,  I  submit  to 
you,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  when  we  had 
before  us,  as  the  full  committee  did,  and 
upon  which  the  full  committee  voted, 
this  subject  matter,  only  my  friend  from 
Kansas  dissented. 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  for  a  correction? 

Mr.  FLOOD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  It  was  the  military 
subcommittee  that  met. 

Mr.  FLOOD.  I  beg  your  pardon.  The 
full  subcommittee. 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  And  there  was  one 
other  who  concurred,  and  had  others 
been  notified,  they  would  have  also 
agreed  with  me. 

Mr.  FLOOD.  As  my  friend  knows, 
this  went  to  the  full  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations  this  morning. 


\ 
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Mr.  SCRIVNER.  And  I  offered  no 
amendment  this  morning. 

Mr.  FLOOD.  My  friend  from  Kansas 
said  precisely  to  the  full  committee  what 
he  just  said  to  the  committee  now,  and 
the  full  Committee  on  Appropriations 
supported  the  Subcommittee  on  Defense 
in  approving  these  plans  and  in  approv¬ 
ing  this  model. 

Now,  I  can  assure  you  that  when  the 
19  spires  that  were  spoken  of  so  lightly 
rise  to  the  heavens  of  the  Rockies,  as 
they  do  in  these  plans,  and  when  you  see 
the  teeth  of  the  white-capped  Rockies 
match  the  spires  of  this  beautiful  chapel 
at  the  airbase,  then  every  requirement 
of  your  esthetic  senses  will  be  met  to 
the  fullest,  and  I  believe  these  lines  of 
pure  Gothic  majesty — not  cubism — will 
meet  the  requirements  not  only  of  my 
friend  from  Kansas,  but  you  would  have 
as  the  motto  of  your  country  “In  God 
we  trust.’’  And,  I  am  sure  that  the  Air 
Force  is  as  concerned  about  all  of  these 
delicacies  as  is  any  Member  of  this  body. 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FLOODr  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  Do  we  know  how 
many  religions  there  are  in  the  world? 
I  know  in  the  Hawaiian  Islands  there 
are  19,  and  if  we  must  symbolize  the  19 
spires,  perhaps  everyone  who  serves  the 
colors  will  find  in  that  chapel  his  path¬ 
way  to  heaven.  As  for  aluminum,  the 
boys  fight  and  die  in  aluminum  planes. 
They  live  in  quonset  quarters  of  alu¬ 
minum.  They  can  worship  in  aluminum 
if  they  can  die  in  it.  Can  they  not? 

Mr.  FLOOD.  The  only  thing  that  is 
wrong  with,  that  statement  is  that  I  did 
not  say  it  myself.  It  was  a  beautiful 
tribute  to  what  we  have  in  mind. 

AIR  FORCE  ACADEMY  CHAPEL 

Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  rarely  differ  with  my 
able  friend  and  colleague  from  Kansas 
on  military  matters,  and  I  would  be  will¬ 
ing  to  some  postponement  in  this  chapel 
had  we  not  already  given  this  matter  a 
great  many  months  of  study,  and  the 
best  architects  in  America  have  worked 
on  this  chapel  design.  I  realize  it  is  a 
bit  futuristic  and  modernistic  and  that 
the  gentleman  from  Kansas  and  some 
of  the  rest  of  us  are  somewhat  conserva¬ 
tive  in  our  views  on  such  matters.  How¬ 
ever,  the  buildings  of  the  Air  Force 
Academy  generally  will  not  be  spec¬ 
tacular  in  design  and  the  unconven¬ 
tional  configuration  of  the  chapel  might 
very  well  brighten  up  the  place  and  add 
a  needed  tone.  It  will  stand  out.  I 
think  when  our  friends  go  to  see  it,  some 
will  like  it  and  some  will  not  like  it,  but 
they  will  always  remember  it.  It  is 
something  that  is  most  striking  to  the 
eye. 

When  our  friends  come  to  Washing¬ 
ton,  they  may  look  at  the  House,  they 
may  look  at  the  Senate,  they  may  look 
at  the  statuary,  but  if  they  ride  on  the 
little  subway  car  from  the  Capitol  to  the 
Senate  Office  Building,  they  will  always 
remember  that.  They  may  forget  a  lot 
of  other  things.  People  will  remember 
this  chapel,  and  I  think  they  will  grow 
accustomed  to  these  19  spires  as  they 


point  heavenward.  I  have  the  feeling 
that  we  will  all  come  to  like  this  chapel 
as  we  become  better  acquainted  with  it. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAHON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Are  there  going  to  be 
spires  on  this  $75,000  mansion  for  the 
superintendent  ? 

Mr.  MAHON.  No,  no  spires;  but  he 
will  entertain  student  groups  and  he  will 
need  a  large  place,  and  I  think  the 
amount  provided  for  the  home  is  not 
too  great. 

But,  let  me  say  something  about 
spires.  Some  of  you  will  remember  that 
an  Irish  girl  named  Winifred  Letts  was 
once  riding  on  the  train  through  Ox¬ 
ford,  England,  and  when  she  saw  the 
spires  of  Oxford,  she  wrote : 

I  saw  the  spires  of  Oxford  as  I  was  passing 
by. 

The  gray  spires  of  Oxford  against  the  pearl- 
gray  sky. 

My  heart  was  with  the  Oxford  men  who 
went  abroad  to  die. 

And  I  may  assume  that  if  another  war 
comes  and  American  airpower  does  its 
job,  as  I  believe  it  will,  some  American 
girl  at  some  future  time  may  write  while 
passing  through  Colorado  Springs  some- 
think  like  this : 

I  saw  the  spires  of  the  Air  Academy  as  I  was 
passing  by, 

The  nineteen  spires  of  the  Air  Academy 
against  the  pearl-gray  sky. 

My  heart  was  with  the  Air  Force  men  who 
went  abroad  to  die. 

So  I  think,  taking  the  opinion  of  the 
chaplains  and  the  architects  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  and  all  of 
these  consultants-  and  people  who  have 
finally  agreed  that  this  is  what  they 
want  for  a  chapel,  we  should  not  now, 
after  3  years  of  debate  and  deliberation 
stop  the  chapel.  It  would  put  us  in  a 
very  unhappy  position  at  this  time. 
Perhaps  we  ought  to  build  the  chapel 
first  and  leave  some  of  the  rest  of  the 
construction  to  some  future  time.  Let 
us  not  subtract  so  essential  a  symbol. 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield*? 

Mr.  MAHON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man. 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Arizona.  I  am  curi¬ 
ous  about  the  number  19.  Why  should 
there  be  19  spires  instead  of  20  or  15  or 
14? 

Mr.  MAHON.  I  am  no  engineer  or 
architect,  but  I  do  not  question  the  19. 
It  is  a  goodly  number.  I  am  reminded 
of  those  lines,  “One  shade  the  more, 
one  ray  the  less,  had-  half  impaired  the 
nameless  grace”  of  a  beautiful  maiden. 
Perhaps  the  number  of  spires  selected 
for  the  chapel  is  just  the  right  number, 
and  we  should  not  add  to  or  subtract. 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Arizona.  Does  the 
gentleman  have  anything  against  the 
No.  20  or  against  the  No.  18? 

Mr.  MAHON.  It  would  be  all  right  as 
long  as  the  spires  point  heavenward,  and 
are  symbolic  of  this  great  country  and 
our  progress  upward  and  ever  onward. 

So  Mr.  Chairman,  I  will  go  along  with 
this  chapel  and  I  urge  the  Members  of 
the  House  to  vote  down  the  amendment 
and  let  the  Air  Force  have  the  chapel 


which  after  3  years  of  study  it  has  con¬ 
cluded  it  wants  to  have. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
rise  in  support  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  extremely  difficult 
to  follow  my  distinguished  and  amiable 
chairman;  but  it  is  significant  here  that 
pictures  of  this  highly  controversial 
building,  which  were  available  to  the 
committee,  have  not  been  made  avail¬ 
able  to  you  here.  This  is  a  serious  mat¬ 
ter  to  me,  and  I  think  it  should  be  seri¬ 
ous  to  the  Congress.  Several  years  ago 
the  Air  Force  brought  to  the  Subcom¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations  the  plan  for 
the  Air  Force  Academy.  Included  in  the 
plans  was  a  different-looking  building 
which  was  identified  as  the  chapel.  But 
it  was  so  different  as  to  look  peculiar. 

At  that  time  the  Air  Force  officials 
told  us,  when  we  found  fault  with  the 
general  appearance  of  it,  that  the  pic¬ 
ture  did  not  represent  any  real  plans  for 
the  chapel;  but  they  were  just  lines  that 
had  been  drawn  there  to  identify  the 
location.  So  help  me,  the  picture  of 
this  chapel,  as  one  member  of  our  sub¬ 
committee  described  it,  looked  like  a 
series  of  tepees.  And  that  is  a  fair  de¬ 
scription.  To  me,  it  looks  like  a  rec¬ 
tangular  accordion  that  is  stretched  out 
on  the  floor.  And  I  am  not  exaggerat¬ 
ing  in  the  least.  They  are  using  alumi¬ 
num,  which  doubtless  will  add  little  to 
the  general  tone.  I  do  not  know,  I  am 
no  architect  or  anything  of  that  sort, 
but  I  guess  we  all  agree  that  it  does  not 
take  any  building  in  which  to  worship 
your  God.  If  it  takes  a  building,  I  am 
sure  it  does  not  have  to  be  a  particular 
kind  of  building.  But  I  do  think  there 
should  be  some  degree  of  conformity  to 
general  views  of  what  is  appropriate. 
It  appears  the  Air  Force,  wants  every¬ 
thing  different  and  new  and  unusual. 
I  sincerely  believe  that  if  you  were  to 
see  the  picture  of  this  chapel,  you  may 
not  put  it  into  words — and  I  regret  here 
to  say  it,  it  would  be  revolting  to  the 
average  Member  who,  if  you  are  like  me, 
has  to  rely  on  a  general  feeling  of  beauty 
and  appropriateness.  As  one  member 
of  our  subcommittee  said,  it  almost 
comes  to  the  point  of  looking  like  it 
might  be  sacrilegious.  It  is  not  differ¬ 
ent,  it  is  peculiar.  It  does  not  fit  any 
plan  I  have  ever  seen,  and  I  have  been 
around  the  world,  and  in  almost  all  the 
sections  of  the  world.  It  does  not  fit 
anything  you  have  ever  seen. 

A  little  delay  while  a  little  thought  is 
given  to  the  American  people  who  want 
to  be  proud  of  the  Academy  will  not 
hurt.  If  you  delay  this  so  a  little  sense 
of  propriety  may  be  injected  into  this 
planning,  I  think  you  are  going  to  be 
proud  of  it  in  the  years  to  come. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Washington. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Does  not  the  gentle¬ 
man  think  we  ought  to  ship  this  to 
Disneyland,  and  instead  build  something 
solemn  and  fitting  for  this  purpose? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  certainly  do.  I 
hope  with  all  the  sincerity  with  which 
I  am  capable  that  this  amendment  is 
adopted.  This  planned  chapel  is  a  mon¬ 
strosity  that  would  look  in  place  in  a 
Disneyland  picture.  If  you  delay  it  here 
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and  have  them  bring  this  model  up  here 
and  let  you  see  it,  I  am  sure  you  would 
turn  it  down.  There  are  perhaps  a  few 
architects  who  would  approve  it.  You 
know  an  architect  always  wants  to  do 
something  that  is  unusual,  so  his  name 
will  go  down  in  history.  But  I  am  satis¬ 
fied  the  architects  would  not  be  able  to 
make  any  money  out  of  this  kind  of  plan 
for  the  common  run  of  American  people. 
I  say  the  Air  Force  should  be  yanked 
back  in  this  instance.  All  of  us  are  not 
like  these  outstanding,  modernistic 
architects.  The  American  people  are 
even  as  you  and  I.  Now  is  the  time  to 
give  a  little  thought  to  the  propriety  of 
this  chapel  and  think  of  the  average 
American,  who  wants  to  be  proud  of  the 
chapel  of  his  Air  Force.  I  would  not  say 
how  to  build  it,  but  in  this  Nation  of  ours 
there  are  a  thousand  types  of  church 
edifices,  each  different  from  the  other. 
But  may  I  tell  you  that  you  will  not  find 
one  that  is  like  this  monstrosity  that  the 
Air  Force  would  build  in  Colorado 
Springs.  I  say  that  in  all  sincerity,  and 
I  hope  the  amendment  is  adopted. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  The  chairman  says 
that  his  subcommittee  had  in  its  pos¬ 
session  a  picture  of  this  projected  chapel. 
Is  that  available  to  the  committee? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Certainly.  If  you 
bring  it  here,  it  will  prove  every  word  I 
have  said.  I  wonder  if  we  could  have 
it  sent  for,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  MAHON.  If  the  gentleman  will 
yield,  it  is  true  that  a  model  of  this 
chapel  was  brought  down  and  shown, 
but  I  do  not  think  we  have  in  the  Capitol 
a  picture  of  it  or  a  model.  This  chapel 
is  in  rectangular  form.  The  roof  runs  all 
one  way.  The  spires  come  all  the  way 
through  the  full  length  of  the  ridge  or 
crown  of  the  roof.  One  floor  is  for  the 
Protestants  and  seats  about  1,000.  There 
is  another  floor  that  seats  the  Catholics 
and  another  area  for  the  Jewish  faith. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do 
not  yield  to  my  chairman  to  describe  the 
interior.  I  do  not  know  that  anyone  has 
found  any  objection  to  the  interior.  But 
may  I  say  again,  the  exterior  looks  like 
an  extended  accordion  with  ribs  across 
it.  They  have  been  referred  to  as  spires, 
but  in  the  United  States  you  will  not  find 
any  church  edifice  of  any  denomination 
that  looks  anything  like  this.  If  you  look 
at  it  now,  neither  will  you  attach  any 
significance  to  it  in  connection  with  the 
worship  of  God  above,  and  that  is  suffi¬ 
cient  reason  for  me  to  urge  this  Commit¬ 
tee  to  adopt  this  amendment  and  let  us 
delay  this  matter  until  some  further  at¬ 
tention  is  given  to  it. 

Mr.  MAHON.  If  the  gentleman  will 
yield  further,  is  it  not  true  that  about  3 
years  ago  we  complained  about  the  orig¬ 
inal  configuration  of  the  chapel  and 
asked  for  a  delay  and  asked  for  study 
and  asked  for  further  counsel,  and  is  it 
not  true  that  officials  told  us,  “If  you 
build  this  out  of  stone  and  have  one  of 
these  massive  chapels  it  will  cost  many, 
many  times  the  $3  million”? 

They  said  this  was  the  most  reasonably 
priced  chapel  under  the  circumstances, 


that  they  could  construct  that  would 
measure  up  to  the  requirements. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  That  is  true  as  far 
as  it  goes.  The  other  side  of  the  matter 
is  that  the  whole  plan  was  extremely 
modernistic.  The  committee  insisted 
that  they  modify  it  and  they  have  done 
so  to  a  degree,  but  I  would  like  to  point 
this  out.  The  Air  Force  had  plans  drawn 
of  a  building  that  looked  very  similar  to 
this.  When  pressed  about  its  unusual 
appearance,  they  said  it  was  not  in¬ 
tended  as  a  presentation  of  the  building 
that  they  wished,  but  was  merely  a 
mockup  to  show  where  the  chapel  would 
be.  Yet,  3  years  later  they  have  come 
up  with  substantially  the  same  appear¬ 
ing  building  that  they  had  in  the  first 
instance.  So  someone  is  misleading 
someone  else.  I  hope  the  amendment 
will  be  approved. 

(By  unanimous  consent  (at  the  request 
of  Mr.  Scrivner)  the  amendment  was 
again  reported.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Scrivner]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  Mahon)  there 
were — ayes  102,  noes  53. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows; 

CHAPTER  ‘  III 

Department  of  Defense — Civil  functions 
Department  of  the  Army 
Administration,  Ryukyu  Islands 

For  expenses,  not  otherwise  provided  for, 
necessary  to  meet  the  responsibilities  and 
obligations  of  the  United  States  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  government  of  the  Ryukyu 
Islands,  including,  subject  to  such  authoriza¬ 
tions  and  limitations  as  may  be  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  tuition,  travel 
expenses,  and  fees  incident  to  instruction  in 
the  United  States  or  elsewhere  of  such  per¬ 
sons  as  may  be  required  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  this  appropriation;  travel  ex¬ 
penses  and  transportation;  services  as  au¬ 
thorized  by  section  15  of  the  act  of  August  2, 
1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) ,  at  rates  not  in  excess 
of  $50  per  diem  for  individuals  not  to  exceed 
10  in  number;  translation  rights,  photo¬ 
graphic  work,  educational  exhibits,  and  dis¬ 
semination  of  information,  including  preview 
and  review  expenses  incident  thereto;  hire 
of  passenger*motor  vehicles  and  aircraft;  pur¬ 
chase  of  4  passenger  motor  vehicles  for  re¬ 
placement  only;  repair  and  maintenance  of 
buildings,  utilities,  facilities,  and  appurte¬ 
nances;  and  such  supplies,  commodities,  and 
equipment  as  may  be  essential  to  carry  out 
the  purposes  of  this  appropriation;  $2,410,000, 
of  which  not  to  exceed  $1,340,000  shall  be 
available  for  administrative  and  information 
and  education  expenses;  Provided,  That  the 
general  provisions  of  the  Appropriation  Act 
for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  the  military 
functions  of  the  Department  of  the  Army 
shall  apply  to  expenditures  made  from  tBis 
appropriation:  Provided  further.  That  ex¬ 
penditures  from  this  appropriation  may  be 
made  outside  continental  United  States  when 
necessary  to  carry  out  its  purposes,  without 
regard  to  sections  355,  1136,  3648,  and  3734, 
Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  civil  service 
or  classification  laws,  or  provisions  of  law 
prohibiting  payment  of  any  person  not  a 
citizen  of  the  United  States:  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  expenditures  may  be  made  here¬ 
under  for  the  purposes  of  economic  rehabili¬ 
tation  in  the  Ryukyu  Islands  in  such  manner 
as  to  be  consistent  with  the  general  objec¬ 
tives  of  titles  n  and  III  of  the  Mutual  Secur¬ 
ity  Act  of  1954,  and  in  the  manner  authorized 
by  sections  505  (a)  and  522  (e)  thereof: 


Provided  further.  That  funds  appropriated 
hereunder  may  be  used,  insofar  as  practi¬ 
cable,  and  under  such  rules  and  regulations 
as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army  to  pay  ocean  transportation  charges 
from  United  States  ports,  including  Terri¬ 
torial  ports,  to  ports  in  the  Ryukyus  for  the 
movement  of  supplies  donated  to,  or  pur¬ 
chased  by.  United  States  voluntary  nonprofit 
relief  agencies  registered  with  and  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  Advisory  Committee  on  Vol¬ 
untary  Foreign  Aid  or  of  relief  packages 
consigned  to  individuals  residing  in  such 
areas :  Provided  further.  That  under  the  rules 
and  regulations  to  be  prescribed,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Army  shall  fix  and  pay  a  uniform 
rate  per  pound  for  the  ocean  transportation 
of  all  relief  packages  of  food  or  other  general 
classification  of  commodities  shipped  to  the 
Ryukyus  regardless  of  methods  of  shipment 
and  higher  rates  charged  by  particular  agen¬ 
cies  of  transportation,  but  this  proviso  shall 
not  apply  to  shipments  made  by  individuals 
to  individuals:  Provided  further.  That  the 
President  may  transfer  to  any  other  depart¬ 
ment  or  agency  any  function  or  functions 
provided  for  under  this  appropriation,  and 
there  shall  be  transferred  to  any  such  depart¬ 
ment  or  agency  without  reimbursement  and 
without  regard  to  the  appropriation  from 
which  procured,  such  property  as  the  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  shall  determine 
to  relate  primarily  to  any  function  or  func¬ 
tions  so  transferred. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  take  this  time  to 
bring  to  the  attention  of  the  House  and 
the  committee  that  is  handling  this  bill 
and  the  appropriations  made  thereby 
that  there  is  coming  up  the  need  for 
school  construction  in  connection  with 
the  Air  Force  Academy. 

As  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Education  and  Labor,  through  which 
authorizing  legislation  comes,  I  have 
heard  rumors  that  it  will  be  necessary 
to  extend  Public  Laws  815  anud  874.  If  so 
then  it  is  necessary  that  the  committee 
know  something  about  the  Air  Force 
plans  and  when  they  will  need  the  school. 
The  matter  has  been  brought  to  my  at¬ 
tention  that  815  and  874  should  now  be 
extended  another  year,  when  these  laws 
do  not  expire  until  June  30, 1958,  in  order 
to  give  them  time  to  make  some  plans. 
Now  they  have  had  plenty  of  time.  I 
am  not  in  possession  of  any  information 
except  as  it  comes  roundabout,  that  the 
law  should  be  extended  a  year.  Frankly, 
if  it  is  absolutely  necessary,  then  I  have 
no  hesitancy  in  bringing  it  to  the  floor, 
but  at  this  late  date  it  seems  rather 
peculiar  to  me  that  all  of  these  plans 
should  be  kept  to  themselves,  and  they 
cannot  tell  anything  definite  when  as  a 
matter  of  fact  last  year  we  amended  the 
act  and  provided  that  the  Defense  De¬ 
partment  should  estimate  the  number  of 
children  and  give  that  estimate  to  the 
department  handling  815  and  874  so  they 
could  go  ahead  and  construct  the  facili¬ 
ties.  As  we  are  now  proceeding,  unless 
there  is  some  plan  the  children  will  show 
up  in  September  of  1958  or  1959  and  then 
they  will  look  around  and  say,  “Where 
are  your  school  buildings?”  Frankly,  I 
think  it  is  pretty  haphazard,  and  I  am 
not  going  to  worry  about  it  very  much. 
If  they  are  not  interested  enough  to  come 
and  let  us  know  what  they  need  and 
make  some  provision  for  making  these 
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facilities  available,  I  am  not  going  to 
worry. 

Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAHON.  I  shall  take  the  liberty 
of  clipping  the  gentleman’s  remarks  out 
of  the  Congressional  Record  and  pre¬ 
senting  them  to  the  Air  Force  and  I  shall 
urge  them  to  give  to  our  committee  and 
the  gentleman’s  committee  the  necessary 
information.  As  to  the  acreage,  I  think 
that  is  about  17,500. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Well,  all  I  know  about 
it  is  what  I  hear;  what  I  pick  up  in  a 
roundabout  way.  That  is  my  trouble 
with  this  matter.  I  called  the  Air  Force 
today.  The  men  I  was  calling  for  were 
out.  But  what  I  am  saying  to  you  is 
that  the  chairman  of  the  committee  that 
is  called  upon  and  has  the  responsi¬ 
bility  of  providing  these  things  should 
have  more  than  30  minutes’  notice  be¬ 
fore  the  necessity  for  the  passing  of  a 
law  to  make  them  available  arrives.  It 
does  not  make  sense  to  me. 

Mr.  MAHON.  I  understand  the  plan 
is  that  the  Air  Force  people  will  begin 
moving  into  the  new  Academy  in  the 
fall  of  1958.  That  is  when  officials  hope 
to  begin  operations.  They  will  move 
from  Lowry  Air  Force  Base  at  that  time. 
It  seems  to  me  the  Air  Force  would  have 
very  little  difficulty  in  giving  a  fairly 
accurate  estimate  as  to  when  and  as  to 
the  number  of  dependents.  I  can  un¬ 
derstand  the  position  of  the  gentleman 
and  I  shall  be  glad,  as  far  as  I  can,  to 
help  solve  this  problem.  It  is  a  real 
problem. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Well,  I  am  not  totally 
out  of  patience  with  them  about  it,  but 
I  do  feel  that  they  should  let  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Education  and  Labor,  that  has 
to  provide  these  things,  know  about  their 
needs.  I  talked  to  the  Health,  Educa¬ 
tion,  and  Welfare.  I  understand  some 
of  the  members  of  my  committee  have 
been  discussing  the  matter.  If  is  it 
absolutely  necessary  I  think  the  Com¬ 
mittee  will  respond:  but  so  far,  I  say  to 
the  gentleman,  they  have  not  said  one 
word  to  me,  written  me  a  letter,  or  let 
me  know  anything  about  it.  I  know  it  is 
popular  around  here  to  call  legislation 
emergency  legislation  and  pass  it  quick. 
But  I  do  not  think  much  of  departments 
who  create  emergencies  by  just  plain  in¬ 
action. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
would  like  to  have  the  attention  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber]. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  remainder  of  the  bill  be 
considered  as  read  and  now  open  for 
amendment.  I  would  like  to  dispose  of 
the  bill  tonight  and  I  think  we  can. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  frankly,  I  do  not 
see  how  we  can  possibly  get  through  with 
the  bill  tonight  unless  we  stay  here  until 
half  past  7  or  8  o’clock.  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  the  legislative  program  is  ominous 
enough  so  that  we  are  justified  in  con¬ 
tinuing  that  long.  I  would  think  we 
might  better  go  ahead  and  read,  con¬ 
sider  amendments  when  offered  and  dis¬ 
pose  of  them ;  I  think  we  will  make  better 
time  by  doing  that. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  re¬ 
serving  the  right  to  object,  will  the  gen¬ 


tleman  from  Missouri  tell  us  approxi¬ 
mately  when  he  thinks  we  will  be 
through  of  we  continue  to  read  the  rest 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  do  not  know.  There 
are  no  amendments  at  the  desk  that  I 
know  of  except  the  gentleman’s  amend¬ 
ment,  and  I  do  not  believe  it  would  take 
very  long  to  dispose  of  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will 
read. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

CHAPTER  VI 

Public  works 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority 

For  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
Act  of  1933,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.,  ch.  12A) , 
including  hire,  maintenance,  and  operation 
of  aircraft,  and  purchase  (not  to  exceed  200 
for  replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles,  $13,317,000,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  expended. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Taber  :  On  page 
16,  line  20,  strike  out  “$13,317,000"  and  insert 
in  lieu  thereof  “$3,553,000." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  every  bill 
except  this  one,  and  this  particular  item, 
which  relates  to  the  appropriation  for  a 
gratuity  to  the  TVA,  has  been  reduced 
an  average  of  something  in  the  neigh¬ 
borhood  of  7  percent. 

I  have  been  over  what  there  was  in 
this  bill  quite  carefully.  The  cuts  are 
very  small,  something  in  the  neighbor¬ 
hood  of  3  or  4  percent,  maybe  not  that 
much.  It  is  almost  impossible  to  tell 
from  the  tables  that  have  been  sub¬ 
mitted  to  us  what  it  was  on  the  proposal 
here,  and  we  had  to  figure  the  thing  out 
in  a  different  form  than  it  was  presented 
to  us  in  order  to  find  out  what  it  was. 

This  amendment  would  cut  the  item  of 
$15,556,000  relating  to  navigation  and 
the  acquisition  of  property  by  $8  million 
and  get  it  down  to  a  total  of  something 
in  the  neighborhood  of  $7,556,000.  It 
would  cut  out  $1,784,000  on  account  of 
steam  powerplants.  Frankly,  the  overall 
expenditures  of  the  TVA  are  sent  in  to 
run  something  in  the  neighborhood  of 
$300  million.  If  we  cut  7  percent  that 
would  be  $21  million.  I  have  only  in¬ 
duced  it  by  my  amendment  by  $9,784,000. 
It  seems  to  me  that  is  a  very  modest  cut 
and  that  the  people  living  in  the  TVA 
area  and  those  who  are  benefited  by  it 
should  feel  they  had  been  treated  ex¬ 
ceedingly  liberally. 

It  seems  to  me  it  is  unfair  to  cut  down 
the  Army  appropriations,  the  Navy  ap¬ 
propriations  and  every  other  appropria¬ 
tion  almost  so  that  we  have  an  average 
cut  of  7  percent  and  not  take  a  substan¬ 
tial  ciit  here.  The  actual  amount  would 
be  less  than  1  percent.  It  would  be 
something  in  the  neighborhood  of  one- 
fourth  of  1  percent. 

I  feel  that  the  House  ought  to  treat 
this  outfit  with  the  same  distinction  that 
we  have  those  other  outfits  that  have 
been  reduced. 

Mr.  BUDGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Idaho. 


Mr.  BUDGE.  As  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  has  stated,  all  of  the  other 
appropriation  bills  going  through  the 
House  have  been  cut  in  the  neighborhood 
and  on  an  average  of  7  to  8  percent. 
Does  the  gentleman  know  of  any  reason 
why  TVA  should  be  in  any  special  cate¬ 
gory  and  should  not  receive  the  same 
reduction  that  the  other  departments 
received? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  do  not  and  I  am  not  in 
favor  of  extending  special  privileges  to 
any  particular  group. 

We  ought  to  face  the  music  and  they 
should  all  face  it  alike.  They  should 
take  this  cut  with  a  smile  because  they 
are  really  being  treated  very  liberally 
here.  Instead  of  being  a  7-percent  cut  it 
is  only  about  a  2-percent  cut.  Overall 
we  should  not  feel  very  bad  when  any 
outfit  we  are  interested  in  is  cut  by  only 
2  percent. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  4he 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  JONAS.  What  does  the  record 
show  the  income  of  TVA  from  the  sale  of 
power  to  be? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  have  not  that  figure 
exactly  in  front  of  me.  It  will  run  in  the 
neighborhood  of  $275  million. 

Mr.  EVINS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Taber]. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on  the 
pending  amendment  and  all  amendments 
thereto  close  in  25  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  EVINS.  Mr.  Chairman,  certainly 
the  committee  is  entitled  to  all  the 
knowledge  and  all  the  facts  and  all  the 
information  on  this  TVA  budget.  My 
colleague  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Taber]  indicated  that  there  had  not 
been  a  cut  in  the  TVA  budget.  I  want 
to  say  that  last  year  the  TVA  budget  was 
$40  million.  This  year  the  overall 
budget  is  $27.5  million  and  only  $13  mil¬ 
lion  of  new  appropriated  funds.  In 
other  words,  this  budget  is  33  percent 
under  last  year’s.  He  wants  to  know- 
why  we  have  not  made  a  deeper  cut. 
The  reason  is  that  the  TVA  budget  was 
cut  last  year  76  percent.  We  all  know 
that  the  major  construction  program  of 
TVA  is  over  and  past,  and  we  are  con¬ 
cerned  here  with  general  operating 
funds.  There  are  no  substantial  funds 
in  this  appropriation  for  power.  This 
budget  is  for  navigation,  flood  control, 
and  other  operating  programs,  for  the 
paying  of  the  salaries  of  the  employees. 
We  know  that  the  new  fiscal  year  has 
been  entered  into,  and  if  the  funds  are 
cut  out,  the  employees  cannot  be  paid. 
Our  friend  from  New  York  offered  a 
meat-ax-cut  amendment  in  committee  to 
cut  $10  million  from  the  bill,  and  the 
committee  rejected  it.  So  that  he  could 
not  carry  his  $10  million  cut  in  commit¬ 
tee.  But  he  is  still  insisting  on  having  his 
blood,  and  he  is  offering  an  amendment 
now  to  cut  the  same  $10  million.  I  re¬ 
peat  the  appropriation  for  TVA  for  next 
year  is  less  than  last  year  in  the  overall. 
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Last  year  the  budget  was  $40  million  and 
this  year  $27.5  million. 

Now,  we  know  that  we  have  not  had 
any  assistance  from  the  executive 
branch— I  am  speaking  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Appropriations,  and  the  Con¬ 
gress — with  respect  to  making  reductions 
in  the  budget,  but  we  certainly  have  had 
assistance  with  respect  to  cutting  the 
TV  A  budgets.  This  has  been  the  one  ex¬ 
ception,  and  they  have  cut  the  TVA 
budget  drastically  for  4  consecutive 
years. 

I  want  to  say  that  the  item  to  which 
our  friend  refers  deals  with  navigation  in 
Alabama  on  the  Tennessee  River.  It  is 
just  like  the  Corps  of  Engineers  program 
in  your  district  in  which  construction  is 
underway.  Now  the  Government  has 
committed  itself  to  pay  for  construction 
of  a  lock  to  replace  one  that  is  over  25 
years  old.  The  completion  of  this  will 
aid  navigation  on  the  Tennessee  River 
by  removing  the  biggest  bottleneck  on  it. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  have  been  some 
cuts  made  by  the  committee  this  year  in 
addition  to  those  in  previous  years  which 
we  have  already  indicated.  There  is  a 
cut  of  more  than  $1  million  in  direct  ap¬ 
propriations.  In  addition,  there  is  a  cut 
of  $115,000  in  the  mapping  service. 
There  is  an  additional  cut  of  $204,000  for 
the  munitions  and  fertilizer  program, 
which,  incidentally,  I  might  say  goes  fox- 
national  defense  for  our  country.  There 
is  a  cut  in  the  watershed  protection  pro¬ 
gram  of  $127,000  and  $19,000  in  general 
opei-ating  expenses.  So,  I  wonder  how 
far  our  friend  from  New  York  wants  to 
go.  There  was  a  76  percent  cut  last  year 
in  the  overall  TVA  budget  and  we  now 
have  a  33  percent  cut  this  year.  I  sub¬ 
mit  that  more  than  sufficient  cuts  and 
reductions  have  been  made.  TVA  is  a 
great  national  asset.  Its  power  program 
is  paying  out.  Savings  are  being  made 
in  flood  control,  and  commerce  aided  by 
navigation.  We  should  promote  TVA 
and  not  cripple  it.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
hope  sincerely  that  this  amendment  will 
be  defeated  and  voted  down. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
Jensen!  .  ^ 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  suppoi-t  of  the  amendment  offei-ed  by 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Taber!.  I  do  so  because  of  the  fact  that 
TVA  has  corporate  funds  available  or 
will  have  in  1958  amounting  to  approxi¬ 
mately  $100  million  for  steam  plant  con¬ 
struction,  that  is,  new  units  to  steam 
plants  and  for  transmission  facilities. 
The  gentleman’^  amendment  simply 
provides  for  the  $1,784,000  which  TVA 
wants  us  to  appropriate  out  of  all  the 
taxpayers’  pockets  for  the  benefit  of  a 
comparative  few  folks  in  the  Tennessee 
Valley.  Also  he  has  asked  in  his  amend¬ 
ment  that  the  $15  million  plus  for  the 
Wilson  Dam  locks  be  reduced  to  the 
amount  which  they  had  to  expend  for 
that  purpose  in  fiscal  1957,  which  would 
simply  slow  up  the  building  of  the  locks 
at  Wilson  Dam.  And  anyone  who  is 
anxious  to  get  fast  transportation  does 
not  use  water  transportation  to  get 
goods  delivered.  So  there  is  no  great  big 
rush  to  complete  this  lock.  A  usable 
lock  is  now  in  operation. 


Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  JENSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  appreciate  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  kindness  in  yielding.  I  under¬ 
stood  the  gentleman  to  say  that  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber],  meant  a 
reduction  of  only  $1  million  and  some 
odd  thousand. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  One  million  seven  hun¬ 
dred  and  eighty-four  thousand  dollars, 
in  addition  to  $8  million-plus  for  the 
locks. 

Mr.  COOPER.  As  I  understood  it,  the 
gentleman’s  amendment  reduces  the  fig- 
ui-e  $13,317,000  to  $3,503,000. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  The  gentleman  is 
right,  he  simply  verifies  my  statement. 
When  we  talk  about  the  justification  of 
all  these  expenditures,  let  us  look  at . 
the  picture.  The  American  people  now 
have  invested  in  TVA  approximately  $2 
billion.  TVA  pays  not  one  dime  into  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  for  the 
money  which  the  American  taxpayer  has 
loaned  to  them. 

The  claim  has  been  made  that  TVA 
is  paying  its  way  and  in  fact  is  ahead 
of  schedule  in  its  repayment  of  the  cost 
allocated  to  power.  Let  us  look  at  the 
record. 

The  TVA  Act  provided  that  the  power 
was  to  be  marketed  “so  far  as  practi¬ 
cable,  to  assist  in  liquidating  the  cost  or 
aid  in  the  maintenance  of  the  prqjects 
of  the  Authority”  and  “at  reasonable 
rates.” 

In  the  early  years,  Lilienthal  and  other 
TVA  officials,  in  justifying  the  appropria¬ 
tion  of  Federal  funds,  told  the  Congress 
that  the  TVA  rates  would  provide  for 
all  operating  costs,  interest  on  the  power 
investment  at  3V2  percent,  would  provide 
for  local.  State  and  Federal  taxes  equiv¬ 
alent  to  the  rate  paid  by  private  utili¬ 
ties,  would  provide  for  depreciation  and 
would  amortize  the  entire  TVA  project 
cost  in  50  years  after  completion. 

Of  course  we  all  know  that  TVA  has 
failed  miserably  in  meeting  these  com¬ 
mitments  of  its  official  spokesmen.  No 
interest  has  been  repaid  on  funds  appro¬ 
priated;  no  Federal  taxes  have  been  paid 
by  TVA  or  its  distributors;  payment  by 
TVA  of  an  in-lieu-of 'local  or  State  tax 
is  considerably  below  the  rate  paid  by 
private  utilities. 

In  1947,  after  14  years  of  operation, 
TVA  had  only  repaid  some  $15,060,000 
on  the  funds  appropriated  for  TVA  and 
$8,572,000  on  bond  redemption.  In  view 
of  this  niggardly  repayment  of  the  in¬ 
vestment  as  compared  to  the  early  TVA 
claims.  Congress  in  the  1948  Govei'nment 
Corporation  Appropriation  Act  called 
upon  TVA  to  make  certain  minimum 
repayments  each  year  thereafter.  It  is 
these  minimum  repayment  schedules 
that  TVA  has  now  exceeded.  Such  pay¬ 
ments  are  without  interest  on  the  power 
investment,  without  Federal  taxes,  and 
without  interest  or  amortization  on  the 
navigation  and  flood  control  investment. 

Simple  interest  at  2V2  peixent  on  the 
TVA  investment  allocated  to  power, 
totals  $210  million  through  1955.  To 
reflect  the  actual  cost  to  the  taxpayer 
it  must  be  compounded  which  would  in¬ 
crease  it  to  $240  million. 


At  3  V2  percent  interest  as  Lilienthal 
said  TVA  rates  would  provide,  the  inter¬ 
est  cost  would  be  $350  million  with  sim¬ 
ple  interest  and  $420  million  with  com¬ 
pound  interest. 

Federal,  State,  and  local  taxes  on  the 
TVA  power  investment  equivalent  to  the 
rate  paid  over  the  years  by  contiguous 
private  utilities  it  would  amount  to  at 
least  $490  million,  less  the  in-lieu-of -tax 
payments  of  $41,342,000,  or  an  additional 
tax  obligation  of  at  least  $450  million. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Jensen]  has 
expired.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Whitten], 

(Mr.  WHITTEN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re- 
marks.) 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
suppose  that  this  issue  between  private 
power  and  TVA  will  never  be  resolved. 
But  I  do  believe  that  as  long  as  we  have 
TVA  all  Members  of  Congress  should 
want  it  operated  properly. 

TVA  serves  a  great  area.  It  is  the 
only  utility  in  that  geographical  area. 
It  is  to  the  Government’s  intei-est,  since 
it  owns  TVA,  that  it  be  operated  on  an 
economical  basis.  In  addition  to  the 
power  operation — and  any  big  utility  has 
to  run  its  operations  properly  or  else  it 
costs  more  money— it  is  highly  impor¬ 
tant  that  we  go  along  with  funds  to 
operate  TVA  properly.  As  was  pointed 
out,  this  is  the  lowest  budgetary  figure, 
with  one  exception,  in  its  history.  The 
TVA  has  to  operate  navigation  on  the 
Tennessee  River.  It  has  been  doing  that 
since  Republican  days  in  the  1920's. 
This  Wilson  lock  was  built  in  the  late 
1920’s.  It  is  completely  outmoded  and 
is  a  bottleneck  on  the  operations  of  the 
Tennessee  River.  Since  it  is  a  bottle¬ 
neck,  it  is  having  a  serious  effect  upon 
the  monetary  returns  involved  in  using 
these  locks  along  the  Tennessee  River. 
To  cut  out  the  funds  which  the  amend¬ 
ment  would  cut  out  would  delay  the  time 
when  the  new  lock  would  be  put  in ;  and 
in  the  meantime,  to  keep  navigation 
going,  we  incur  an  expense  each  and 
every  month.  So  I  say  to  you,  Mr. 
Chairman,  to  adopt  this  amendment  and 
retard  the  progress  of  the  completion  of 
the  lock  would  be  to  add  to  the  cost  to 
the  Government  to  take  care  of  naviga¬ 
tion  on  the  Tennessee  River. 

Some  day,  perhaps  we  will  resolve  this 
issue,  which  my  friends  on  the  left  feel 
so  strongly  about,  and  about  which  my 
friends  on  the  right  feel  so  strongly  the 
other  way.  Pending  that  day  when  this 
issue  may  be  finally  resolved,  I  plead 
with  you,  do  not  be  shortsighted  and  add 
to  the  expense  of  running  this  Govern¬ 
ment-owned  activity.  Do  not  be  short¬ 
sighted  and  restrict  the  completion  of 
this  lock.  It  would  only  add  to  the  ex¬ 
pense  and  delay  the  proper  use  of  this 
river.  . 

As  you  all  know,  if  you  have  barge 
transportation  on  the  Tennessee  River, 
which  you  have,  the  maximum  size 
barge  that  can  be  used  in  the  trans¬ 
portation  is  limited  by  the  size  of  the 
smallest  lock.  Here  you  have  the  prop¬ 
osition  put  to  you  as  to  whether  you 
are  going  ahead  and  let  them  do,  what 
they  are  doing  already,  on  the  regular 
schedule,  so  that  we  can  open  this  river 
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up  and  make  the  other  locks  along  the 
river  more  usable. 

I  urge  you  to  defeat  this  amendment 
and  let  this  issue  go  until  it  is  met  head 
on.  Do  not,  this  afternoon,  jeopardize 
the  operations  of  the  TVA  for  it  is  the 
only  utility  in  the  area  which  it  serves 
at  the  present  time. 

I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  de¬ 
feated. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Budge]  . 

Mr.  BUDGE.  Mr.  Chairman  I  see  no 
need  to  engage  in  any  philosophic  dis¬ 
cussion  here  as  to  the  merits  or  de¬ 
merits  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Author¬ 
ity.  The  proposition  here  simply  is  that 
the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  has  an 
operating  budget  of  some  $300  million. 
This  bill  as  it  is  presented  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  reduces  that  budget  by  about  one- 
third  of  1  percent.  I  know  of  no  reason 
why  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
should  be  in  any  privileged  category 
over  any  of  the  other  agencies  which 
have  been  created  or  are  now  being  op¬ 
erated  by  the  Government  of  the  United 
States.  If  we  are  going  to  curtail  the 
activities  of  the  Department  of  Defense, 
the  Department  of  State,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  or  the  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  why 
should  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
not  take  a  small  reduction  in  its  ex¬ 
penses  for  this  year? 

The  gentleman  from  Mississippi  was 
talking  about  nevigation  on  the  Tennes¬ 
see  River.  My  recollection  of  the  testi¬ 
mony  before  the  committee  given  by 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  witnesses 
was  that  last  year  the  barge  operators 
on  the  river  saved  over  $16  million  in 
expenses.  If  we  are  giving  that  kind  of 
saving  in  the  area,  certainly  we  can  re¬ 
duce  this  appropriation  about  2  y3  per¬ 
cent,  when  we  have  reduced  other  gov¬ 
ernmental  expenses  across  the  board  be¬ 
tween  7  and  8  percent.  I  know  of  no 
particular  glory  that  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  can  claim  that  it  should 
be  treated  any  differently  than  any  other 
governmental  agency. 

The  net  result  of  this  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
would  be  this :  It  reduces  the  navigation 
funds  available  to  the  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority  to  a  figure  which  is  $400,000 
more  than  it  spent  in  fiscal  1957,  and  it 
eliminates  $1,750,000,  which  is  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Treasury’s  contribution  to  a  steam - 
plant  building  operation  of  almost  $70 
million.  Actually  the  reductions  in  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  operation 
are  very,  very  small,  and  certainly  much 
smaller  than  have  been  taken  by  other 
agencies  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  prevails. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  the  supplemental 
appropriation  bill  now  being  considered 
by  the  House  there  is  an  item  to  pur¬ 
chase  counterpart  funds  for  the  State 
Department  in  the  total  sum  of  $3,516,- 
667.  I  am  just  wondering  what  the  re¬ 
action  would  be  if  any  such  expenditures 
as  are  being  planned  with  this  amount 
in  Israel  were  to  be  proposed  for  ex¬ 
penditure  for  similar  purposes  in  the 


United  States  of  America.  Some  of  the 
items  in  this  program  are  listed  in  the 
hearings  as  follows: 

Chairs  in  Israel  universities,  $222,222. 

To  finance  the  establishment  of  chairs  in 
American  studies  at  Hebrew  University, 
Weizmann  Institute,  the  Israel  Institute  of 
Technology  (Haifa  Technion),  Bar-Ilan  Uni¬ 
versity,  and  the  University  of  Tel  Aviv. 

It  is  proposed  that  chairs  be  established 
on  a  grant  basis  for  a  period  of  from  3  to  5 
years.  Chairs  in  American  civilization,  his¬ 
tory,  literature,  Government,  and/or  indus¬ 
trial  management  would  be  set  up  to  present 
the  American  way  of  life  on  the  university 
level,  thus  acquainting  future  leaders  of  Is¬ 
rael  with  the  culture  and  accomplishments 
of  the  United  States. 

Translation  and  publication  program, 

$222,222. 

These  funds  would  be  used  to  provide 
grants  to  finance  the  translation  of  Ameri¬ 
can  and  world  classics  into  Hebrew;  at  least 
50  percent  of  these  translations  would  be  of 
American  books,  including  translations  of 
American  textbooks  and  technical  manuals 
which  would  be  used  by  workers  and  fore¬ 
men  in  industry. 

The  translation  of  technical  books  would 
be  helpful  in  encourageing  private  initiative 
in  industry,  and  in  spreading  American 
technical  knowledge  to  the  worker  level  in 
Israel. 

University  and  teacher-training  scholar¬ 
ships,  $55,556. 

To  provide  grant  financing  to  Israel  insti¬ 
tutions  for  scholarships  to  be  awarded  to 
Israeli  to  attend  Israel  University  over  a 
period  of  3  to  5  years.  The  institutions  that 
would  participate  are  the  Hebrew  University, 
the  Weizmann  Institute,  the  Israel  Institute 
of  Technology  (Haifa  Technion),  Bar-Ilan 
University  and  the  University  of  Tel  Aviv. 
Scholarships  would  be  made  available  for 
courses  of  study  which  would  contribute  to 
closer  United  States-Israel  understanding. 

American-Israel  Friendship  League,  Bser- 
sheba,  $13,889. 

To  provide  club  premises  for  the  league  at 
Beersheba. 

The  league  is  the  counterpart  of  the  Amer- 
ica-Israel  Society  in  the  United  States.  Its 
aim  is  to  further  friendship  and  understand¬ 
ing  between  Israel  and  the  United  States. 
By  providing  quarters  for  the  activities  of  the 
league  in  Beersheba,  where  there  are  increas¬ 
ing  numbers  of  new  immigrants,  the  league 
would  reach  an  important  element  of  the 
Israel  population  in  a  newly  developing  area. 

Artists  village  (B’nai  Zion  Foundation), 
Ein  Hod,  $5,556. 

To  construct  a  ceramics  kiln  and/or  build 
and  equip  a  studio  building. 

This  project  gives  support  and  encourage¬ 
ment  to  painters,  sculptors,  and  other  artists 
working  in  ceramics,  metal,  weaving,  etc. 
American  artists  frequently  visit  and  work  in 
the  village,  where  a  house  has  been  set  aside 
for  their  use  to  facilitate  cultural  exchange 
between  the  two  nations. 

Association  of  the  deaf  and  mute  in  Israel, 
$27,778. 

To  complete  the  construction  of  the  Helen 
Keller  Home,  which  will  serve  as  the  center 
of  the  activities  of  the  association,  and  where 
professional  training  will  be  given  to  those 
who  are  physically  handicapped. 

This  project  would  assist  in  training  per¬ 
sons  requiring  deep  sympathy,  care,  and 
skilled  help  before  they  can  progress  toward 
a  useful  life  in  the  community.  The  train¬ 
ing  of  the  deaf  and  mute  has  long  received" 
wide  support  in  the  United  States,  where 
techniques  have  been  developed  which  are 
used  throughout  the  world. 

Bar-Ilan  University,  $69,444. 

To  build  an  American  science  wing  to 
house  laboratories  for  the  physical  sciences. 

Bar-Ilan  University  is  a  relatively  new  in¬ 
stitution  which  is  introducing  the  American 
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college  system  into  Israel.  It  plans  to  facili¬ 
tate  the  exchange  of  students  between  Israel 
and  the  United  States  and  to  make  a  special 
effort  to  create  a  cultural  bridge  between 
the  two  countries. 

Beth  Emmanuel  Museum,  Ramat  Gen, 
$41,667. 

To  add  another  floor,  which  will  be  used 
as  an  art  gallery,  to  the  museum  building 
now  being  constructed. 

The  museum  plans  to  dedicate  a  large  room 
to  American  art.  This  will  be  useful  for 
exhibitions  of  American  artists’  work  and 
is  expected  to  be  an  important  means  of 
showing  to  Israel  the  art  and  culture  of  the 
United  States. 

Beth  Esther,  $3,333. 

To  purchase  a  building  where  orphaned 
girls  will  be  housed. 

This  home  takes  care  of,  educates,  and 
trains  in  useful  occupations,  homeless  girls, 
mainly  from  Oriental  countries.  The  pro¬ 
posed  allocation  would  allow  the  institution 
to  buy  another  building,  where  40  or  50 
additional  orphaned  girls  may  find  a  home. 

Beth  Ha’am,  Jerusalem,  $27,778. 

To  help  complete  the  cultural  center  in 
Jerusalem. 

This  is  a  nonpartisan  center  which  will 
serve  as  a  meeting  place  for  people  in  Jeru¬ 
salem  coming  from  a  wide  variety  of  cultural 
backgrounds.  Educational  and  cultural  lec¬ 
tures,  courses  and  seminars  are  to  be  held  in 
the  center. 

Beth  Hanoar  Haivri  (YMHA;  YWHA) ,  Je¬ 
rusalem,  $5,556. 

To  assist  in  teaching  the  English  language. 

Most  youth  organizations  in  Israel  have 
local  political  connections,  but  Beth  Hanoar, 
Haivri,  which  has  600  members  in  Jerusalem 
and  is  affiliated  with  the  world  Federation  of 
YMHA's  is  entirely  nonpolitical.  It  is  pro¬ 
posed  that  a  grant  be  made  to  permit  this 
organization  to  add  the  teaching  of  English, 
both  through  its  classes  and  its  dramatic 
group,  to  its  Other  activities. 

B’nai  B’rith  (Yehouda  Halevy  Lodge),  Tel 
Aviv,  $27,778. 

To  assist  in  financing  a  revolving  scholar¬ 
ship-loan  fund. 

The  applicants  benefiting  from  this  fund 
would  be  those  who  would  otherwise  be  un¬ 
able  to  continue  their  studies.  The  fund,  as 
a  revolving  fund,  would  make  its  impact  felt 
in  Israel  for  many  years. 

Boys’  Town,  Jerusalem,  $27,778. 

To  purchase  equipment  for  training  boys 
in  carpentry  and  associated  trades. 

Boys’  Town  in  Jerusalem  cares  for  home¬ 
less  boys  and  trains  them  for  useful  lives. 
It  is  modeled  on  Father  Flanagan’s  Boys’ 
Town  in  Nebraska.  Through  the  purchase  of 
equipment  which  will  be  used  to  teach  them 
a  trade,  additional  underprivileged  boys 
would  have  an  opportunity  to  become  pro¬ 
ductive,  useful  citizens. 

Chinuch  Atzmai  (elementary  school  sys¬ 
tem),  $216,667. 

To  establish  courses  in  American  history, 
and  to  support  the  teaching  of  subjects  con¬ 
tributing  to  an  understanding  of  American 
ideals. 

Chinuch  Atzmai  is  an  independent  school 
system  in  Israel.  It  proposes  to  introduce 
courses  in  American  history,  and  American 
ideals  are  to  be  disseminated  to  Israel  youth 
who  at  present  have  little  or  no  instruction 
in  subjects  dealing  with  American  life. 

Community  centers,  Nazareth,  Ktryat 
Shmone,  $138,889. 

To  construct  and  provide  basic  equipment 
for  community  centers  in  Nazareth  and 
Kiryat  Shmone.  The  buildings  would  con¬ 
tain  an  auditorium  for  lectures,  dramatic 
performances,  and  meetings;  a  library;  a 
reading  room  and  necessary  service  rooms. 

The  Government  of  Israel  has  undertaken 
to  provide  the  land  and  unskilled  labor  for 
these  centers. 
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The  center  at  Nazareth  would  serve  a  large 
Arab  population  where  there  are  few  com¬ 
munity  amenities  and  facilities.  It  is  antici¬ 
pated  that  the  center  would  help  counteract 
the  influence  of  the  Communists  among  the 
population  of  Nazareth,  and  contribute 
toward  the  reduction  of  local  tensions. 

The  center  at  Kiryat  Shmone  in  the  north¬ 
ern  Galilee  would  serve  a  large  population 
of  recent  immigrants  and  would  be  a  center 
from  which  western  culture  and  Ideas  could 
be  disseminated,  especially  among  Jews  who 
have  emigrated  from  the  east. 

Council  of  the  Sephardi  community,  Jeru¬ 
salem.  $13,889. 

To  construct  a  wing  to  the  postgraduate 
college,  Beit  Harashall,  to  be  devoted  to  the 
study  of  English,  American  jurisprudence, 
and  constitutional  government. 

The  Sephardic  community  in  Israel  is  in¬ 
fluential  and  well  respected.  Through  the 
expanded  study  of  English  and  American  law 
and  government,  this  important  source  of 
community  leadership  will  be  given  an  ap¬ 
preciation  of  American  life  and  thought. 

HIAS,  united  service,  Beersheba,  $25,000. 

To  complete  the  construction  of  the  HIAS 
(Hebrew  Immigrant  Aid  Society)  hostel  in 
Beersheba  and  to  finance  the  purchase  of 
equipment  which  can  be  procured  locally. 

HIAS  is  expanding  its  activities  to  the 
rapidly  developing  Negev,  where  there  are 
many  new  immigrants.  A  hostel  in  Beer¬ 
sheba  would  provide  American-connected 
services  to  people  who  would  not  otherwise 
be  reached. 

Hadassah  Medical  Organization,  $105,556. 

To  assist  in  the  construction  of  an  Amer¬ 
ican  wing  to  the  mother  and  child  center  of 
Hadassah. 

The  Hadassah  Medical  Organization,  an 
American  organization  which  has  for  many 
years  been  active  in  the  medical  and  social 
welfare  fields  of  Israel,  is  planning  a  mother 
and  child  hospital  in  connection  with  its 
medical  center  in  Jerusalem.  This  assist¬ 
ance  would  make  an  important  contribution 
toward  the  completion  of  this  American- 
sponsored  institution. 

Haifa  municipality,  $138,889. 

To  construct  a  cultural  center  which  would 
include  a  library,  auditorium,  gymnasium, 
and  so  forth. 

This  project,  which  is  sponsored  by  the 
Haifa  municipality,  would  have  an  impact  on 
the  growing  city  of  Haifa  and  the  surround¬ 
ing  area.  The  Haifa  authorities  plan  to  en¬ 
courage  the  use  of  the  facilities  of  the  new 
center  by  the  fairly  large  Arab  population  in 
that  region.  Through  the  center’s  use  by 
both  Arabs  and  Jews,  the  center  is  expected 
to  serve  in  bringing  the  two  groups  closer 
together. 

Hazamir,  $8,333. 

To  support  a  choir  assembly  sponsored  by 
Hazamir. 

Hazamir  is  an  educational,  public,  non¬ 
profit  body  which  sponsors  the  World  As¬ 
sembly  of  Jewish  Choirs.  Both  American 
and  European  choirs  participated  in  two  pre¬ 
ceding  festivals,  and,  with  the  proposed  as¬ 
sistance.  a  festival  can  be  held  which  will 
attract  a  large  foreign  attendance.  United 
States  interest  in  cultural  activities  would 
thus  receive  unusually  widespread  attention, 

Hebrew  University,  $111,111. 

To  construct  and  equip  a  teachers  train¬ 
ing  high  school. 

This  school  will  be  1  of  3  schools  affiliated 
with  the  School  of  Education  for  Hebrew 
University,  it  is  to  be  used  for  training 
teachers  and  setting  standards  for  education 
in  Israel.  The  building  would  be  named  for 
a  great  American  educator  such  as  John 
Dewey  or  William  Kilpatrick. 

Home  for  blind  Jewish  girls,  $27,778. 

To  furnish  equipment  for  and  to  support 
the  work  of  the  Women’s  League  for  Israel 
among  the  blind. 

This  work  is  centered  at  the  Batel  Haluzot 
in  Natanya,  where  blind  girls  are  housed 


and  given  vocational  training  in  order  to 
prepare  them  for  an  existence  of  dignity  and 
self-support.  At  present  they  are  taught 
weaving,  bookbinding,  and  music,  and  they 
are  given  courses  in  braille  and  primary  sub¬ 
jects.  The  proposed  allocation  would  help 
to  expand  the  home’s  facilities. 

Israel-American  Archeological  Foundation, 
$333,333. 

To  restore  the  historical  sites  of  Meglddo 
(Armageddon)  and  Montfort  (Crusader)  and 
to  finance  a  limited  restoration  of  Subeita 
(Nabatean) ;  to  support  joint  Israel-Ameri¬ 
can  archeological  expeditions  and  excava¬ 
tions  in  Israel,  especially  in  the  Negev. 

Those  restorations  are  expected  to  call 
widespread  attention  to  these  historical  sites, 
and  would  be  important  tourist  attractions. 

With  respect  to  the  fieldwork,  preliminary 
surveys  indicate  that  there  is  a  tremendous 
amount  of  archeological  exploration  to  be 
carried  out  in  the  Negev,  as  well  as  in  other 
parts  of  Israel,  from  which  information  may 
be  gained  which  would  contribute  to  a 
deeper  understanding  of  our  Judeo-Chris- 
tian  heritage. 

Israel-American  Museum  Foundation, 
$833,333. 

To  construct  a  museum  which  would 
house  the  antiquities  of  Israel  and  its  art 
treasures,  and  make  it  possible  for  them  to 
be  studied  and  enjoyed  by  all  visitors  to  the 
museum.  It  would  also  provide  facilities 
for  scholars  and  laymen  interested  in  study¬ 
ing  archeological  problems. 

This  project  would  serve  as  a  center  for 
historical  studies  and  would  be  an  important 
tourist  attraction.  It  would  fill  a  long-felt 
need  in  Israel,  where  priceless  treasures  and 
archeological  findings  are  unusable  for  lack 
of  display  and  study  facilities,  and  provide 
a  permanent  monument  to  American  inter¬ 
est  in  art  and  antiquities. 

Israel  Bar  Association,  $27,778. 

To  erect  a  library  wing  to  house  an  Amer¬ 
ican  law  library.  -  r 

In  this  period  of  transition,  when  Israel  is 
modifying  its  legal  system  and  practice  from 
that  established  by  mandate,  an  American 
law  library  would  be  most  helpful  to  the  at¬ 
torneys  and  jurists  of  Israel  and  would  pro¬ 
mote  the  understanding  of  the  American 
legal  system.  The  association  has  proposed 
naming  the  wing  after  the  late  Justice  Louis 
Brandeis. 

Israel  Boy  Scouts  Association,  $5,556. 

To  develop  the  Central  National  Camp  for 
Israel  Boy  Scouts.  The  principles  of  scout¬ 
ing  are  representative  of  the  highest  ideals 
of  western  culture  and  civilization;  this 
project  would  help  instill  these  ideals  into 
the  youth  of  Israel. 

Israel  Conservatoire  and  Academy  of 
Music,  Tel  Aviv,  $16,667. 

To  construct  a  classrom  building  for  the 
conservatoire  on  land  allotted  by  the  Tel 
Aviv  municipality. 

The  conservatoire  serves  as  a  training 
school  for  muscians,  many  of  whom  are 
preparing  for  positions  with  the  Israel  Phil¬ 
harmonic  Orchestra.  The  love  of  the 
love  of  the  Israelis  for  music  makes  this  a 
particulary  appealing  project  for  American 
support. 

Israel  Foundation  for  Infantile  Paralysis, 
$7,778. 

To  purchase  a  bus  of  local  manufacture. 

The  means  to  transport  those  crippled  by 
infantile  paralysis  to  and  from  rehabilitation 
centers  and  educational  instructions  is 
needed  by  the  foundation.  The  bus  would 
also  be  used  to  transport  books  and  other 
equipment  to  the  crippled  who  live  at  a 
distance  from  the  foundation.  American 
assistance  would  thus  serve  both  humani¬ 
tarian  and  educational  purposes, 
z  Israel  Institute  of  Technology  (Haifa 
Technion),  $166,667. 

To  erect  a  hall  of  humanities  and  social 
sciences,  which  would  include  the  depart¬ 
ment  of  pedagogy  for  training  instructors 
for  vocational  high  schools. 


For  some  30  years  the  Technion  has  been 
devoted  to  the  professional  training  of  engi¬ 
neers.  It  is  now  transferring  its  activities  to 
to  a  new  location  on  Mount  Carmel,  where 
it  is  endeavoring  to  broaden  both  the  scien¬ 
tific  background  and  the  general  education 
of  its  students.  An  American-type  curricu¬ 
lum  would  be  added  which  would  develop  a 
sense  of  the  economic,  human,  and  noh- 
scientific  aspects  of  the  managerial  and  en¬ 
gineering  functions. 

Jerusalem  School  of  Archeology,  $27,778. 

To  finance  archeological  expeditions  in 
Israel. 

The  Jerusalem  School  of  Archeology  is  a 
branch  now  being  organized  by  Hebrew 
Union  College,  Cincinnati,  which  for  many 
years  has  participated  in  archeological  ex¬ 
peditions  in  Israel.  It  is  particularly  noted 
for  its  work  in  the  field  of  biblical  archeol¬ 
ogy.  Its  work  should  be  closely  coordinated 
with  the  work  of  the  Israel-American  Ar¬ 
cheological  Foundation. 

Kfar  Silver  Agricultural  Training  Insti¬ 
tute,  $47,222. 

To  construct  an  agro-mechanics  building, 
workshop,  and  carpentry  shed,  a  medical 
clinic,  and  phyics,  chemistry,  and  biology 
laboratories  building. 

This  agricultural  twining  institute  is 
named  in  honor  of  the  prominent  American 
Jewish  leader.  Rabbi  Abba  Hillel  Silver.  It 
encourages  private  enterprise  in  agriculture 
and  trains  students  for  agricultural  employ¬ 
ment. 

Kinneroth  Esco  Music  Center  (Ein  Gev), 
$27,778. 

To  complete  the  concert  hall  at  Ein  Gev 
where  music  festivals  and  concerts  are  held. 

The  various  festivals  held  at  Ein  Gev,  pat¬ 
terned  on  Tanglewood,  are  outstanding  in 
the  cultural  and  musical  life  of  Israel.  They 
attract  a  large  audience  from  Israel  and 
abroad.  Aside  from  its  national  and  inter¬ 
national  appeal,  the  center  serves  as  a  point 
from  which  western  culture  is  disseminated 
among  the  residents  of  the  area. 

Pardess  Katz  Maabarah,  $30,556. 

To  construct  and  equip  a  nursery. 

The  operation  of  nurseries  for  underpriv¬ 
ileged  children  and  orphans  is  carried  on  by 
the  Agudath  Israel  Organization.  The  con¬ 
struction  of  a  nursery  would  not,  only  be  a 
worthwhile  humanitarian  activity  but  would 
appeal  strongly  to  an  influential  group  in 
Israel. 

P’eylim,  $22,222. 

To  set  up  a  permanent  summer  camp  for 
underprivileged  children. 

P'eylim  is  an  organization  of  American 
student  volunteers  in  Israel  which  is  work¬ 
ing  toward  the  integration  of  the  new  immi¬ 
grant  children  in  Israel,  while  advancing 
American  ideals  of  openmindedness,  fair  play 
and  democracy.  A  permanent  summer  camp 
where  its  activities  could  be  expanded  and 
coordinated  would  do  much  to  carry  out  this 
useful  work. 

Science  Laboratory,  Herzlia  High  School — 
Tel  Aviv,  $27,778. 

To  construct  and  equip  a  laboratory  which 
is  intended  to  serve  as  a  pilot  project  and 
which  would  help  to  guide  Israel  educators 
in  planning  the  curricula  of  Israel  high 
schools. 

It  is  proposed  to  name  the  laboratory  after 
the  American  statesman  and  scientist,  Ben¬ 
jamin  Franklin.  A  laboratory  of  this  type 
would  be  a  demonstration  project  in  plan¬ 
ning  for  future  scientific  education  in  the 
high  schools  of  Israel. 

Tel  Aviv  Cultural  Center,  $166,667. 

To  assist  in  the  completion  of  the  Tel  Aviv 
Cultural  Center,  which  will  serve  as  a  gather¬ 
ing  point  for  civic  and  cultural  groups  in 
Israel  and  will  house  the  Israel  Philohar- 
monic  Orchestra. 

The  large  foyer  will  be  made  available  to 
the  United  States  Embassy  in  Tel  Aviv  for 
meetings,  receptions,  etc.  This  project  is 
sponsored  by  the  municipality  of  Tel  Aviv, 
and  will  serve  as  a  major  center  identified 
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with  the  United  States,  for  culture  and  edu¬ 
cation  in  Israel  as  a  whole. 

Torah  Shelemah  Institute,  $11,111. 

To  purchase  locally  a  valuable  library  of 
4,000  volumes  to  add  to  the  research  facili¬ 
ties  of  the  institute. 

The  institute  is  sponsored  by  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Biblical  Encyclopedia  Society  for  the 
purpose  of  fostering  biblical  research.  The 
membership  of  the  organization  includes 
well-known  scholars  and  community  lead¬ 
ers.  The  purchase  of  this  library  would  as¬ 
sist  the  institute  in  translating  and  publish¬ 
ing  biblical  literature  of  interest  to  both  the 
Jewish  and  Christian  community. 

Water  desalting  research,  $111,111. 

To  finance  a  program  of  scientific  research 
and  development  in  the  demineralization  of 
brackish  and  sea  water. 

This  project  is  to  be  carried  out  through  a 
grant  administered  by  the  Weizmann  Insti¬ 
tute  and  would  be  related  to  the  desalina¬ 
tion  research  of  the  United  States  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior.  The  results  of  this 
study  should  be  of  value  to  both  the  United 
States  and  Israel. 

World  History  of  the  Jewish  People,  $41,667. 

To  finance  historical  research  on  the  Jew¬ 
ish  people. 

The  overall  objective  of  this  special  or¬ 
ganization,  operating  under  the  name 
"World  History  of  the  Jewish  People,”  is  to 
publish  a  comprehensive  new  history  of  the 
Jewish  people,  of  which  (1)  a  part  is  to  be 
devoted  to  the  establishment  of  the  State  of 
Israel,  and  (2)  the  part  the  United  States 
and  American  Jewry  played  in  it.  It  is  pro¬ 
posed  that  assistance  be  provided  toward 
the  latter  work. 

Young  Men’s  Christian  Association — Naza¬ 
reth,  $27,778. 

To  provide  a  building  for  the  Nazareth 
YMCA. 

The  Young  Men’s  Christian  Association  in 
Nazareth  is  under  the  administration  of  the 
American  and  Canadian  national  board. 
While  the  organization  is  already  carrying  on 
useful  work  in  Nazareth  among  the  Arab 
population,  it  is  believed  its  influence  would 
be  materially  increased  if  it  had  more  suit¬ 
able  quarters  at  its  disposition.  This  would 
help  it  combat  the  influence  of  the  Commu¬ 
nist  elements  which  are  active  in  that  area. 

Zebulon  Israel  Seafaring  Society,  $5,556. 

To  repair  engines  which  the  society  can 
then  use  to  expand  its  practical  training  ac¬ 
tivities. 

The  society  was  founded  to  train  young 
men  in  seamanship.  It  has  maintained  ties 
with  similarly  interested  groups  in  the 
United  States.  The  proposed  grant,  while 
small,  would  enable  it  to  operate  with  great¬ 
er  effect. 

Zionist  Organization  of  America — Tel  Aviv, 
$41,662. 

To  establish  a  bureau  of  information  on 
America,  to  establish  classes  in  English  and 
American  literature,  to  finance  seminars  on 
American  topics,  and  to  reconstruct  the  li¬ 
brary,  theater,  and  concert  hall  of  the  ZOA 
House,  Tel  Aviv. 

The  ZOA  House  in  Tel  Aviv  is  sponsored  by 
the  American  Zionist  Organization.  The 
proposed  grant  will  make  it  possible  for  this 
organization  to  interest  many  additional  peo¬ 
ple  in  the  United  States  and  in  the  English 
language. 

Total  projects  on  grant  basis,  $3,516,667. 

ADMINISTRATION 

Inasmuch  as  this  program  is  largely  to  be 
operated  on  a  grant  basis,  it  can  be  super¬ 
vised  through  the  American  Embassy  staff  in 
Tel  Aviv.  A  small  staff  of  3  local  employees 
will  be  required,  however,  to  assist  in  prepar¬ 
ing  the  detailed  terms  of  the  grants  and  as¬ 
suring  the  proper  use  of  the  funds,  total  ad¬ 
ministration,  $8,333. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Jones]. 


(Mi*.  JONES  of  Alabama  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  JONES  of  Alabama.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  regret  that  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  has  seen  fit  to  offer  an  amend¬ 
ment  which  would  strike  out  more  than 
$10  million  for  continuing  work  to  be 
done  principally  at  Muscle  Shoals  in  the 
replacement  of  an  antiquated  and  dan¬ 
gerous  lock  that  is  expected  to  accom¬ 
modate  some  12  million  tons  of  shipping 
in  the  next  year. 

The  budget  contains  an  amount  of 
$15,344  for  a  new  navigation  lock  at 
Wilson  Dam. 

Wilson  lock  has  become  a  real  bottle¬ 
neck  to  the  river  traffic.  It  was  origi¬ 
nally  built  in  1925.  Today  it  is  not  only 
obsolete  but  has  been  used  so  much  by 
shippers  that  it  has-  deteriorated  con¬ 
siderably  besides  being  outmoded  as  to 
size  and  efficiency  of  operation.  Some 
of  the  walls  are  cracked  rather  badly. 
In  many  instances  tows  are  delayed  from 
36  to  48  hours  waiting  for  other  barges 
to  get  through.  There  are,  in  fact,  some 
barges  now  regularly  used  on  inland 
rivers  that  cannot  get  through  the  lock. 
The  Chambers  are  too  small  to  accom¬ 
modate  them. 

The  total  cost  of  the  lock  is  estimated 
at  $35  million.  Construction  was  started 
last  year  and  about  $8  million  has  been 
spent  on  it  today.  If  construction  is  not 
interrupted,  the  new  lock  is  scheduled 
to  be  in  service  in  August  1959  and  is  to 
be  completed  by  December  1960,  together 
with  all  related  channel  improvement 
and  cleanup  work.  The  completion  of 
the  lock  will  eliminate  the  bottleneck. 

If  construction  were  to  be  interrupted, 
it  would  prove  very  costly.  The  total 
cost  of  the  project  would  go  up  consid¬ 
erably  if  construction  is  stopped  now 
and  resumed  later. 

In  addition,  the  shippers  who  use  the 
lock  will  suffer  great  loss  and  incon¬ 
venience.  To  keep  the  shipping  mov¬ 
ing  during  construction  has  been  a  most 
complicated  job  with  involved  detours. 
It  would  be  foolhardy  to  interrupt  it  now. 

While  the  TVA  Act  of  1933  assigns  to 
TVA  the  primary  Federal  responsibility 
for  improvement  of  the  Tennessee  River 
for  navigation,  the  operation  of  the  navi¬ 
gation  channel  is  a  cooperative  enter¬ 
prise  of  TVA,  Corps  of  Engineers,  and 
the  United  States  Coast  Guard.  The 
9-foot  navigation  channel  is  now  com¬ 
plete  and  the  Tennessee  Valley  is  linked 
with  the  vast  industrial  and  trade  areas 
served  by  the  inland -waterway  system. 

The  improved  Tennessee  River  is  not 
an  isolated  communication  artery  of  re¬ 
gional  significance  only.  It  is  a  part  of 
a  national  investment  in  an  inland¬ 
waterway  system  connecting  19  States 
and  their  trade  areas.  It  should  be  em¬ 
phasized  that  the  barging  facilities  are 
worked  by  private  enterprise.  During 
the  past  year,  78  percent  of  the  barge 
lines  and  other  companies  whose  tow¬ 
boats  operate  on  the  Tennessee  were 
nonvalley  firms.  Sixty-eight  of  every 
100  tons  of  freight  moving  in  1955  origi¬ 
nated  outside  of  the  valley  or  was  des¬ 
tined  for  points  outside  the  valley. 
Traffic  on  the  Tennessee  in  1955,  the 
most  recent  year  for  which  official 
figures  are  available,  was  the  highest  on 


record,  9,975,007  tons  and  1,631,288,049 
ton-miles.  Shippers  realized  an  esti¬ 
mated  $16.7  million  in  transportation 
savings,  and  more  than  $15  million  was 
realized  on  freight  originated  outside  of 
the  valley  or  moving  from  the  valley  to 
outside  points.  The  total  savings  ex¬ 
ceeded  the  operation  cost  by  some  $12.8 
million,  which  represents  a  rate  of  9  per¬ 
cent  on  the  net  investment  in  naviga¬ 
tion  facilities.  The  total  savings  to  ship¬ 
pers  since  the  inception  of  TVA  exceeds 
$100  million. 

Some  of  the  commodities  carried  are 
automobiles  and  trucks,  grain,  logs  and 
lumber,  coal  and  coke,  oil  and  gasoline, 
clay,  sulfur,  stone,  sand  and  gravel,  iron 
and  steel,  and  chemicals. 

I  hope  that  the  committee  will  not  ac¬ 
cept  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York,  which  would 
prevent  the  orderly  prosecution  of  the 
navigation  work  at  Muscle  Shoals,  Ala. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber]  is  recog¬ 
nized. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  you 
know  for  several  years  back,  the  TVA 
has  been  paying  back  quite  a  lot  of  money 
out  of  the  advancements  that  have  been 
made  to  it.  It  was  $30  million  in  1957. 
This  year  they  only  propose  to  pay  back 
$10  million.  I  wonder.  Are  they  being 
treated  very  bad  if  we  cut  down  the  ap¬ 
propriation  by  $9,784,000?  Are  they  be¬ 
ing  treated  very  badly  if  we  give  them 
for  the  work  on  the  Wilson  Dam  $315,000 
more  than  they  had  last  year?  I  won¬ 
der.  Do  you  think  we  are  treating  them 
bad  or  discriminating  against  them? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  think  I  am  correct 
about  the  figure,  because  I  had  quite  an 
interest  in  some  of  these  controversies 
about  TVA  in  recent  years,  but  am  I  cor¬ 
rect  that  the  Government  has  advanced 
some  $1,400,000,000  to  the  TVA  up  to 
this  time? 

Mr.  TABER.  There  is  no  question 
about  that. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  And  there  was  no  in¬ 
terest  payment  on  that  $1,400,000,000? 

Mr.  TABER.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  The  taxpayers  are 
paying  the  interest  on  that  money  that 
undoubtedly  figures  in  the  national  debt 
that  we  have  today. 

Mr.  TABER.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Do  I  understand  the 
gentleman  that  the  proposal  for  repay¬ 
ment  in  the  next  year  is  to  be  $10  million 
on  the  $1,400,000,000? 

Mr.  TABER.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  EVINS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  Very  well,  I  yield. 

Mr.  EVINS.  The  gentleman  knows 
that  $240  million  have  been  repaid  to  the 
Treasury  and  that  $56  million  was  paid 
last  year,  and  that  they  are  far  ahead 
of  their  40-year  schedule  on  the  repay¬ 
ments. 

Mr.  TABER.  That  is  just  a  schedule 
that  was  set  up  because  they  would  not 
agree  to  pay  what  they  ought  to  pay  on 
what  they  had  borrowed  and  what  they 
had  advanced  to  them.  That  is  not  the 
fair  thing  to  go  by  at  all.  They  have  not 
paid  back  anywhere  near  what  has  been 
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advanced  to  them.  They  have  not  acted 
like  people  in  other  parts  of  the  coun¬ 
try.  when  they  wanted  to  pay  back  their 
part  of  the  things  that  had  been  ad¬ 
vanced  to  them.  Even  in  the  reclama¬ 
tion  States  they  pay  back  in  40  years. 
Of  course  it  is  without  interest,  but  they 
pay  it  back.  Now,  these  people  have 
not  paid  back. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  And  they  are  asking  us 
for  enough  money  to  pay  that  $10  mil¬ 
lion;  asking  us  to  appropriate  12  or  13 
million  dollars  from  the  people’s  pock¬ 
ets,  and  they  are  going  to  pay  back  only 
$10  million? 

Mr.  TABER.  That  is  right.  That  is  it 
exactly.  That  is  one  of  the  reasons, 
amongst  others,  why  we  should  reduce 
this  appropriation  down  to  somewhere 
near  what  the  other  folks  have  been  re¬ 
duced  to.  Let  us  treat  everybody  on  the 
square  and  not  try  to  have  special  privi¬ 
leges. 

Mr.  BUDGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BUDGE.  So  that  there  can  be  no 
confusion  as  to  the  amount  being  repaid 
by  the  TV  A,  their  own  figures,  according 
to  page  380  of  the  hearings,  show  that  in 
1957  they  repaid  $30  million,  and  their 
proposal  in  1958  is  to  repay  $10  million. 

Mr.  TABER.  That  is  in  the  hearings, 
as  they  proved  themselves.  Let  us  adopt 
the  amendment  and  save  a  little  for  the 
people. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]  is  recognized  to 
close  debate  on  the  amendment. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not 
think  it  will  take  the  full  time.  It  is  only 
necessary  to  call  attention  to  three  points 
in  the  consideration  of,  this  amendment. 
In  the  first  place,  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Taber]  says  TVA  has  not 
paid  back  its  loans  in  compliance  with 
the  statutory  requirements,  that  it  has 
not  made  the  amortization  payments 
when  due.  Nothing  could  be  further  from 
the  facts. 

The  law  was  enacted  in  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  own  Congress;  when  he  was  him¬ 
self  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations.  Under  that  law  TVA  is 
required  to  pay  back  $87,059,810  by  the 
end  of  fiscal  year  1958.  As  a  matter  of 
fact  it  will  have  paid  back  by  that  time 
$226,500,000,  far  in  excess  of  what  the 
law  requires,  and  that  is  the  gentleman’s 
own  law. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Taber]  says  he  wants  to  cut  this  item  10 
percent.  We  have  already  cut  it  10  per¬ 
cent.  The  amount  in  the  estimate  was 
$14,782,000.  In  this  bill  we  have  cut  it 
$1,465,000,  almost  exactly  10  percent. 

Now  what  does  this  amendment  do? 
This  amendment  merely  slows  down  the 
construction  of  the  Wilson  lock.  The 
amendment  delays  completion  and  use 
of  the  lock  and  increases  its  cost.  No 
amendment  could  be  more  obnoxious. 
Or  in  greater  contravention  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  welfare. 

The  amendment  Involves  two  proposi¬ 
tions  here:  One  is  the  Wilson  lock  al¬ 
ready  under  construction.  It  must-  be 


completed:  it  will  be  completed.  This 
amendment  merely  slows  it  up  and 
makes  it  impossible  for  the  contractors 
to  carry  out  the  schedule  for  the  year. 

And  the  longer  these  programs  are  de¬ 
layed  the  more  they  cost.  Cost  of  mate¬ 
rial  and  labor  is  steadily  increasing  and 
we  are  losing  the  earlier  use  of  a  great 
public  work.  You  increase  the  cost  of 
this  lock  if  you  agree  to  this  amendment. 

The  other  proposition  relates  to  the 
generators.  They  were  authorized  to 
be  constructed  out  of  appropriated 
funds.  We  have  already  put  $600  million 
into  them  and  this  $1,784,000  will  com¬ 
plete  them  this  year.  What  is  to  be 
gained  by  delay?  The  only  result  of  the 
adoption  of  the  amendment  is  increased 
cost  and  later  utilization.  What  justifi¬ 
cation  is  there  for.  such  an  absurd 
amendment?  We  must  spend  the  money 
eventually  and  the  longer  we  wait  the 
more  we  spend.  Why  not  complete  the 
generators  now,  and  get  them  into  pro¬ 
duction? 

There  is  no  reason  in  the  world  why 
this  amendment  should  be  agreed  to; 
there  is  every  reason  in  the  world  why  it 
should  be  re j  ected .  s 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  has  expired, 
all  time  on  this  amendment  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Taber]. 

The  question  was  taken ;  and  on  a  divi¬ 
sion  (demanded  by  Mr.  Taber)  there 
were — ayes  91,  noes  108. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  de¬ 
mand  tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered,  and  the  Chair¬ 
man  appointed  as  tellers  Mr.  Rabaut  and 
Mr.  Taber. 

The  Committee  again  divided,  and  the 
tellers  reported  that  there  were — ayes 
99,  noes  115. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

— The  Clerk  read  as  follows; 

CHAPTER  VII 

Department  of  State 

International  Organizations  and  Conferences 

Eleventh  World  Health  Assembly  of  the 
World  Health  Organization 

For  necessary  expenses  incident  to  Organ¬ 
izing  and  holding  the  11th  World  Health 
Assembly  in  the  United  States,  as  author¬ 
ized  by  the  act  of  July  30,  1956  (Public  Law 
832) ,  $290,000. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  take  this  time  to  ask 
someone  on  the  committee  what  this 
$290,000  appropriation  to  the  World 
Health  Assembly  is  all  about. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  That,  Mr.  Chairman, 
is  for  the  expenses  to  be  paid  by  the 
United  States  in  regard  to  holding  the 
11th  World  Health  Assembly  of  the 
World  Health  Organization.  The  com¬ 
mittee  saw  fit  to  cut  the  amount  from 
$375,000  to  $290,000.  Now,  if  there  are 
any  particular  details  the  gentleman  has 
in  mind,  I  will  be  glad  to  answer  them. 

Mr.  GROSS.  One  other  question. 
How  much  do  the  other  nations  contrib- 
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ute?  What  does  this  represent  percent¬ 
agewise? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  This  is  not  an  Ameri¬ 
can  share  as  such  to  a  fund  in  which  the 
other  nations  will  join.  We  are  the  host 
Nation.  This  committee  has  nothing  to 
do  with  the  invitations.  I  think  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  gentleman  sitting  over  on  the 
other  side  had  something  to  do  with  it, 
but  this  committee  was  confronted  with 
a  bill  to  pay  the  expenses  of  this  World 
Health  Assembly  that  is  being  held  in  the 
United  States  next  year,  and  invitations 
having  been  sent,  we  just  have  to  pay 
the  bill. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Now  the  gentleman  re¬ 
freshes  my  memory.  If  I  recall  cor¬ 
rectly,  in  previous  hearings  coming  from 
this  committee  the  invitation  was  appar¬ 
ently  issued,  before  this  committee  was 
ever  consulted.  Is  that  not  correct,  or 
something  very  close  to  it? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  That  is  substantially 
correct. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Yes. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  JUDD.  This  invitation  was  is¬ 
sued,  as  the  gentleman  knows,  because  a 
bill  was  passed  unanimously  by  the  House 
of  Representatives  and  the  Senate  a  year 
ago  authorizing  the  Department  of  State 
to  extend  the  invitation.  The  gentleman 
from  Iowa  was  here  on  the  floor  when  it 
was  passed  by  the  House,  asked  questions 
about  it,  and  did  not  object.  One  objec¬ 
tion  would  have  prevented  its  going 
through.  So,  what  would  the  State  De¬ 
partment  properly  be  expected  to  do  ex¬ 
cept  extend  the  invitation  that  had  been 
authorized  by  unanimous  vote  of  both 
Houses  and  signed  by  the  President? 

Mr.  GROSS.  This  was  passed  by 
unanimous  consent? 

Mr.  JUDD.  Yes.  I  can  show  you  the 
debate  in  the  Record.  You  asked  me 
questions  about  it,  and  I  answered  them, 
and  you  let  it  go. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  hope  the  gentleman 
does  not  slip  up  on  another  one  like  it. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

CONTRIBUTIONS  TO  INTERNATIONAL 
ORGANIZATIONS 

Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section 
2  of  Public  Law  689,  84th  Congress,  an  addi¬ 
tional  contribution  of  $5,696  to  the  North 
Atlantic  Treaty  Organization  Parliamentary 
Conference  is  authorized  out  of  funds  pre¬ 
viously  appropriated  for  “Contributions  to 
International  Organizations.” 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  point 
of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
will  state  it." 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  make  the  point  of  or¬ 
der  against  the  language  contained  in 
line  11  on  page  17  “Notwithstanding  the 
provisions  of  section  2  of  Public  Law 
689.” 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  withhold  it  for  a 
minute  and  let  me  explain  to  him  what 
this  is? 

v  Mr.  GROSS.  Well,  I  think  I  know 
what  it  is. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Will  the  gentle¬ 
man  reserve  his  point  of  order? 


1957 

Mr.  GROSS.  Yes,  I  will  reserve  the 
point  of  order. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  item  is  to  bring 
the  American  contribution  to  the  NATO 
parliamentary  conference  up  to  date. 
May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  I  hope  he 
will  withdraw  his  point  of  order  because 
we  are  paying  into  this  organization  a 
very  modest  sum  of  money.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  what  happened  was  that  there 
was  no  authorization  until  too  late  for 
the  first  year’s  meeting,  and  the  money, 
when  it  was  authorized  for  the  second 
year’s  meeting,  actually  went  to  cover 
our  deficit  for  the  first  year  and  so  on, 
and  this  will  bring  us  up  to  date,  cur¬ 
rent.  In  this  organization  the  United 
States  contributes  24  percent  of  the  total 
cost,  which  is  a  very  modest  amount. 
So  that  this  figure  actutally  represents 
our  share  of  the  amount  to  run  an  op¬ 
eration  like  this,  which  is  less  than 
$25,000  a  year  for  the  entire  activity. 
We  can  get  an  authorization  through  the 
House  and  through  the  other  body,  I  am 
sure,  to  cover  this;  we  did  originally. 
But  this  seemed  to  be  the  best  way  to 
handle  it  and  to  get  it  up  to  date. 

I  respectfully  ask  the  gentleman  to 
withdraw  his  point  of  order,  because  I 
think  this  is  an  important  matter  and 
I  would  like  to  see  the  United  States 
contribution  current.  The  authoriza¬ 
tion  for  this  amount  is  just  to  get  the 
amount  in  balance  and  in  order.  I  re¬ 
peat,  I  hope  the  gentleman  will  with¬ 
draw  his  point  of  order. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  there 
is  anything  I  can  do  to  put  the  brake  on 
some  of  these  junketing  organizations 
and  deals  of  that  kind,  I  am  going  to  do 
it.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  insist  upon  my  point 
of  order. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
constrained  to  agree  that  the  point  of 
order  is  well  taken.  _  ! 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  j 
from  New  York  concedes  the  point  of 
order.  The  point  of  order  is  sustained. 

The  Clerk  will  read. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows; 

EDUCATIONAL,  SCIENTIFIC,  AND  CULTURAL 
ACTIVITIES 

For  expenses  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
section  1011  (d)  of  the  United  States  Infor¬ 
mation  and  Educational  Exchange  Act  of 
1948,  as  amended  (22  U.  S.  C.  1442  (d)), 
$3,525,000:  Provided,  That  this  amount  shall 
he  used  for  purchase  of  foreign  currencies 
from  the  special  account  for  the  informa¬ 
tional  media  guaranty  program,  at  rates  of 
exchange  determined  by  the  Treasury  De¬ 
partment,  and  the  amounts  of  any  such 
purchases  shall  be  covered  into  miscellaneous 
receipts  of  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
that  the  Committee  do  now  rise.  . 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Kilday,  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union,  reported  that  that  Committee 
having  had  under  consideration  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9131)  making  supplemental  ap¬ 
propriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1958,  and  for  other  purposes, 
had  come  to  no  resolution  thereon. 
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COMMITTEES  UNDER  SOIL 
JSERVATTON  AND  DOMESTIC 
>TMENT  ACT 

Mrs.\KNUTSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  <H.  R.  8508)  to 
provide  trait  there  shall  be  two  county 
committeeaielected  under  the  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  afid  Domestic  Allotment  Act 
for  certain  counties. 

The  Clerk  r^ad  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  was  no  subjection. 

The  Clerk  read\he  bill  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,Yrhat,  notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  subsection  (b)  of  section  8 
of  the  Soil  Conservation,  and  Domestic  Allot¬ 
ment  Act,  two  county  <mmmittees  shall  be 
elected  annually  under  stach  subsection  for 
the  counties  of  Ottertail,  iNjlk,  and  St.  Louis, 
in  the  State  of  Minnesota,  aiad  for  the  county 
of  Pottawattamie,  in  the  State  of  Iowa. 

With  the  following  committee  amend¬ 
ments  : 

Page  1,  line  6,  strike  out  “Ott&'tail,  Folk,' 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “Otter  Vail,  Polk.’’ 

Page  1,  line  8,  at  the  end  of  theibill  strike 
out  the  period,  insert  a  comma, \add  the 
following,  “and  that  the  actions  heretofore 
or  hereafter  taken  by  each  of  such  cVnmit- 
tees  shall  be  given  the  same  effect  in  the  area 
served  by  it  as  is  given  to  the  actions  of  the 
county  committee  in  a  county  served  \y  a 
single  county  committee.” 

Tire  committee  amendments  were 
agreed  to.  \ 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon¬ 
sider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

^EXPRESSING  THE  SENSE  OP  CON¬ 
GRESS  ON  THE  PROBLEM  OF 
HUNGARY 

Mrs.  KELLY  of  New  York  submitted 
the  following  conference  report  and 
statement  on  the  concurrent  resolution 
(H.  Con.  Res.  204)  expressing  the  sense 
of  Congress  on  the  problem  of/Hungary: 

Conference  Report  (H.  Repti' No.  1023) 

The  committee  of  conferencje  on  the  disa¬ 
greeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate'  to  the  concur¬ 
rent  resolution  (H.  Con.  Ij4s.  204)  express¬ 
ing  the  sense  of  the  Congress  on  the  prob¬ 
lem  of  Hungary,  having  met,  after  full  and 
free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend 
and  do  recommend  to  tjaeir  respective  Houses 
as  follows: 

•  That  the  House  re/ede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the 
text  of  the  resolution  and  agree  to  the  same 
with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  matter  proposed  to  be  inserted  by  the 
Senate  amendment  insert  the  following: 
I  “That  it  is  thhsense  of  the  Congress  that 
I  the  President/  through  the  United  States 
representatives  to  the  United  Nations  at  the 
|  forthcomine/special  reconvening  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Assembly  of  the  United  Nations,  should 
take  everyAppropriate  action  toward  the  im¬ 
mediate  consideration  and  adoption  of  the 
report  of  the  United  Nations  Special  Com¬ 
mittee  £n  the  Problem  of  Hungary  and  to¬ 
ward  pie  immediate  consideration  of  other 
available  information  on  the  brutal  action 
of  tie  Soviet  Union  in  Hungary.  It  is  fur¬ 
ther the  sense  of  the  Congress  that  the  Presi¬ 
ded;,  through  such  United  States  representa- 
es,  should  at  such  reconvened  session  join 
'ctively  in  seeking  the  most  effective  way  of 


dealing  with  the  report  of  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  Special  Committee  in  order  to  advance 
the  objectives  of  the  United  Nations  regard¬ 
ing  the  situation  in  Hungary,  to  present 
further  repressive  action  by  the  Soviet  Union, 
and  to  seek  all  practical  redress  of  the  wrong 
which  has  been  committed  in  violation  of 
the  principles  of  the  United  Nations/and  the 
elemental  requirements  of  humanity. 

“Sec.  2.  It  is  the  sense  of  the  Congress  that 
the  United  States  should  implemgbt  policies, 
through  the  United  Nations  or  ,in  coopera¬ 
tion  with  the  peoples  of  the  free  world,  that 
will  work  toward  the  freedqfn  and  inde¬ 
pendence  of  the  captive  nations,  and  will 
effectively  utilize  the  position  of  the  United 
States  through  all  proper  means,  to  the  end 
that  the  Hungarian  tragedy  shall  not  be  re¬ 
peated  anywhere.”  f 

And  the  Senate  agree,  to  the  same. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to 
the  preamble  of  the  resolution  and  agree  to 
the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In 
lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be  inserted 
by  the  Senate  amendment  insert  the  follow¬ 
ing:  / 

“Whereas  the  ^-Hungarian  freedom  revolu¬ 
tion  which  brojre  out  October  23,  1956,  was 
catastrophic  m  nature,  and  subsequent 
events  shocked  the  conscience  of  the  free 
peoples  of  tl>4  world;  and 

“Whereas'the  barbaric  action  of  the  Soviet 
Union  in  /tlungary  demonstrates  that  the 
Soviet  Union  is  determined  to  go  to  any  and 
all  lengths  to  maintain  its  empire  of  en¬ 
slaved  peoples  by  the  most  brutal  forms  of 
armed/ subjugation  and  repression;  and 

ereas  the  Special  Committee  on  the 
Problem  of  Hungary,  created  by  the  General 
Assembly  of  the  United  Nations  under  its 
resolution  1132  (XI)  adopted  at  its  six  hun- 
l  d/ed  and  thirty-sixth  plenary  meeting  on 
^January  10,  1957,  has  established  that  what 
\ook  place  in  Hungary  in  the  latter  part  of 
1056  was  a  spontaneous  national  uprising 
caiused  by  long-standing  grievances  engen¬ 
dered  by  the  oppressive  way  of  life  under 
Communist  rule  and  by  the  state  of  captiv¬ 
ity  A  Hungary  under  control  of  the  Union 
of  Sorsiet  Socialist  Republics;  and 

“WhWeas  the  crisis  and  foment  created  by 
developments  in  the  satellite  nations  require 
a  contifiued  reevaluation  by  the  United 
States  and  the  United  Nations  of  strategic 
policy  to  Vieet  changing  conditions:  Now, 
therefore,  tJte  it.” 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
ina  F.  Kelly, 
yne  L.  Hays, 

Armistead  I.  Selden,  Jr., 

James  G.  Fulton, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
Theodore  Francis  Green, 
William  F.  Knowland, 
Managers  ontyie  Part  of  the  Senate. 


Stat 


1ENT 


The  managers  on  the\part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  Amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  concurrent  resolution  (H.  Con. 
Res.  204)  expressing  the  sense  of  the  Con¬ 
gress  on  the  problem  of  Hungary,  submit  the 
following  statement  in  explanation  of  the 
effect  of  the  action  agreed  up6n  by  the  con¬ 
ferees  and  recommended  in  th^  accompany¬ 
ing  conference  report: 

The  Senate  struck  out  the\  text  and 
preamble  of  the  House  resolution  and  in¬ 
serted  a  substitute  amendment  in  Aach  case. 
The  committee  of  conference  has  agreed  to  a 
substitute  text  and  preamble  in  place’pf  both 
the  House  resolution  and  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ments.  The  significant  differences  between 
the  House  resolution  and  the  conference 
substitute  are  noted  below. 

The  text  of  the  House  resolution  declared 
It  to  be  the  sense  of  the  Congress  that  the 
United  States  should  implement  a  policy; 
toward  all  the  satellites  so  as  to  utilize  fully\ 
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finer-- effectively  the  United  States  position 
of  leadership  through  all  proper  means,  and 
also  ttnU  the  President  (through  the  United 
States  representatives  to  the  United  Nations) 
should  request  the  immediate  reconvening 
of  the  General  Assembly  of  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  to  consider  the  report  of  the  United 
Nations  Special  Committee  on  the  Problem 
of  Hungary  anchpther  available  information 
on  the  brutal  action  of  the  Soviet  Union  in 
Hungary.  \ 

The  Senate  amendment  to  the  text  of 
the  resolution  eliminated  the  provision  relat¬ 
ing  to  satellite  nations\>ther  than  Hungary, 
simply  declaring  that  the  United  States 
Government  should  instruct  its  United  Na¬ 
tions  delegation  to  take  \rgent  steps  to 
recommend  the  reconvening  Nrf  the  General 
Assembly  to  consider  the  problem  of  Hungary 
in  the  light  of  the  Special  Committee’s 
report. 

The  text  of  the  conference  substitute,  in 
general  following  the  structure  of  tire.  House 
resolution,  contains  both  an  expanded,  dec¬ 
laration  with  respect  to  the  Soviet  action 
in  Hungary  and  a  broader  provision  dealing 
with  other  captive  nations  in  Eastern  Eurojk 
With  respect  to  the  problem  of  Hungary,  tile's 
conference  substitute  declares  that  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  through  the  United  States  represent¬ 
atives  to  the  United  Nations,  should  seek 
immediate'  consideration  and  adoption  of 
the  Special  Committee’s  report  on  Hungary. 
In  order  to  advance  the  objectives  of  the 
United  Nations,  the  representatives  should 
join  actively  in  seeking  the  most  effective 
way  of  dealing  with  the  Soviet  Union  to  pre¬ 
vent  further  acts  of  aggression  and  to  seek 
practical  redress  of  the  wrongs  committed 
in  violation  of  the  principles  of  the  United 
Nations.  In  dealing  with  the  broader  ques¬ 
tion  of  other  captive  nations,  the  conference 
substitute  declares  the  United  States  should 
implement  polices  in  cooperation  with  the 
United  Nations  and  the  peoples  of  the  free 
world  that  will  guarantee  the  freedom  and 
independence  of  the  captive  nations  so  that 
the  Hungarian  tragedy  shall  not  be  repeated 
elsewhere  in  the  world. 

The  preamble  of  the  conference  substitute 
sets  forth  the  findings  of  the  Special  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  Problem  of  Hungary,  not  con¬ 
tained  ih  the  preamble  of  the  House  resolu¬ 
tion,  to  the  effect  that  the  national  uprising 
in  Hungary  was  spontaneous  and  was 
caused  by  the  oppressive  way  of  life  under 
Communist  rule  and  the  state  of  capitivity 
of  Hungary  under  the  Soviet  control. 

Edna  P.  Kelly, 

Wayne  L.  Hays, 

Armistead  I.  Selden,  Jr., 

James  G.  Fulton, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 


JOHN  J.  FARRELLY 

Mr.  ASPINALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  ’  from  the 
Speaker’s  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  5341)  for 
the  relief  of  John  J.  Farrelly,  with  Sen¬ 
ate  amendments  thereto,  and  concur  in 
the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ments,  as  follows: 

Line  4.  after  “Missouri,”  insert  “or  his  as¬ 
signees.” 

Line  8,  strike  out  “057169.” 

Line  11,  after  “act”  insert  “but  no  exten¬ 
sion  shall  be  granted  by  this  act  with  respect 
to  any  lease  on  which  rental  payments  due 
on  the  date  of  approval  of  this  act  are  not 
paid  within  90  days  thereafter.” 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Colo¬ 
rado? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con¬ 
curred  in. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


EXPRESSING  THE  SENSE  OF  CON-  , 

GRESS  ON  THE  PROBLEM  OW 

HUNGARY  / 

Mrs.  KELLY  of  New  York.  /Mr. 
Speaker,  I  call  up  the  conference  report 
on  the  concurrent  resolution  (IL  Con. 
Res.  204)  expressing  the  sense  of  the 
Congress  on  the  problem  of  .TIungary, 
and  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
statement  of  the  managerp/on  the  part 
of  the  House  be  read  in  lied  of  the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
New  York?  / 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  reacKthe  statement. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  conference  report. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

A  motiah  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  tabla. 


MRS.  EISENHOWER 

(Mi*^.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts, 
asked  mid  was  given  permission  to  ac 
dress  th\  House  for  1  minute  and  /to 
revise  and'pxtend  her  remarks.) 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts./  Mr. 
Speaker,  Merhbers  of  the  Hous/  have 
expressed  grea\concern  that  this  morn¬ 
ing  Mamie  Eisenhower,  the  beloved  wife 
of  the  President, Vnderwent/an  opera¬ 
tion.  Those  who  knew  about  it  were 
very  anxious  until  they  leafned  recently, 
when  I  called  up  the  MQaite  House,  that 
she  is  doing  extremely ywqll. 

I  know  all  Members  of  ’the  House  join 
me  in  expressing  toiler  ourVppreciation 
for  her  great  coinage  all  through  the 
war  and  her  courage  in  facing,  the  joys 
and  sorrows  shfe  has  faced  during  the 
last  years  in  the  White  HouseX  This 
operation  makes  us  realize  that  in ’spite 
of  all  the  lonely,  gracious,  kindly  acts\he 
has  performed  for  her  family  and  nt 
country/  She  probably  was  in  distress 
and  psfln.  She  is  the  President’s  most 
gallailt  and  most  beloved  soldier.  I  re- 
joipe  with  him  in  the  successful  opera¬ 
tion.  The  country  will  pray  for  her 
speedy  recovery.  She  is  widely  loved 
and  appreciated. 


STEEL’S  FIRST  BIG  CENTURY 

(Mr.  HUDDLESTON  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
at  this  point  in  the  Record.)  ■ 

Mr.  HUDDLESTON.  Mr.  Speaker, 
America’s  entire  economy  was  trans¬ 
formed  just  100  years  ago  by  the  inven¬ 
tion  of  a  simple  method  to  make  steel  in 
large  quantities.  With  the  cheap  Bes¬ 
semer  process  of  turning  iron  into  steel 
came  the  necessary  tools  of  expansion, 
like  barbed  wire,  plows,  rails,  and  fac¬ 
tories. 

Steel  became  the  byword  of  the  great 
industrial  revolution. 

It  was  in  this  period  of  almost  phe¬ 
nomenal  expansion  that  Birmingham 
was  born.  The  sky-rocketing  demand 
for  iron  and  steel  assured  the  young 
city’s  rapid  growth.  Birmingham  ma¬ 


tured  in  the  age  of  steel — the  era  and  the 
city  each  complementing  the  other. 

The  steel  industry  is  now  celebratir 
its  centennial  anniversary.  This  ty  a 
significant  occasion  for  the  Binning 
district,  since  it  has  developed  int<5  one 
of  the  outstanding  steel-producing  areas 
of  the  world.  This  year  also  marks  the 
50th  anniversary  of  the  entry/of  United 
States  Steel,  then  as  now  theArea’s  larg¬ 
est  employer,  on  the  Birmingham  indus¬ 
trial  scene. 

Steel  has  made  Birmingham  the 
Pittsburgh  of  the  South  and,  indeed,  the 
youngest  of  the  world’s  great  cities. 

Its  growth  has  bee’ll  based  very  largely 
on  the  increase  in/the  production  of  and 
demand  for  iron  and  steel.  The  very 
names  of  the  major  communities  of  Jef¬ 
ferson  Count#  reflect  the  rise  of  mass 
production  eff  steel.  Birmingham  itself 
was,  of  course,  named  after  England’s 
leading  /steel  center.  Bessemer  was 
named  biter  Sir  Henry  Bessemer,  whose 
discovery  is  now  being  celebrated.  Ens- 
ley  was  founded  by  Enoch  T.  Ensley,  a 
founder  of  the  Tenenssee  Coal,  Iron  and 
lilway  Co.  Irondale’s  etymology  is 
5bvious. 

It  was  some  15  years  before  Birming¬ 
ham  was  founded  that  Sir  Bessemer  dis¬ 
covered  the  revolutionary  pneumatic 
steel-making  process  which  made  steel 
production  economically  feasible.  He 
simply  forced  air  through  molten  iron 
to  burn  out  the  impurities,  producing 
steel.  Almost  simultaneously,  William 
Kelly,  of  Eddyville,  Ky.,  made  the  same 
discovery. 

It  was  this  process  to  convert  iron 
into  steel  which  really  put  the  industrial 
revolution  on  a  mass-production  basis. 

The  natural  resources  of  the  Birming¬ 
ham  area  made  it  almost  inevitable  that 
in  this  place  a  vital  steel-producing  cen¬ 
ter  should  arise.  This  is,  in  fact,  the 
only  known  area  of  the  world  where  the 
three  key  ingredients  for  steel  manu¬ 
facture — iron  ore,  coal,  and  limestone — 
are  found  together  in  commercially  sig¬ 
nificant  quantities. 

Certain  of  the  natural  mineral  re- 
>urces  of  the  Birmingham  area  were 
recognized  well  before  the  city  itself  was 
founded.  In  1860,  Baylis  E.  Grace  be¬ 
gan  'to  use  Red  Mountain  iron  ore  for 
commercial  purposes.  Three  years  later 
small  furnaces  and  ironworks  were  built 
at  Elyton\Oxmoor,  and  Irondale  to  sup¬ 
plement  tli'e  output  of  the  Selma  muni¬ 
tions  plantsv  and  the  Irondale  plant 
produced  riflekand  cannonballs. 

These  plants  swere,  however,  all  de¬ 
stroyed  by  Uniontprces  in  1865. 

The  potential  of  che  area  was  too  evi¬ 
dent  to  remain  long  neglected.  Two 
railroads  were  attracted  to  the  area,  the 
South  and  North,  now  the  Louisville  & 
Nashville,  and  the  Alabama  and  Chatta¬ 
nooga,  now  the  Alabama  Great  South¬ 
ern,  part  of  the  Southern  Railway  Sys¬ 
tem.  Their  intersection  at  appoint  2 
miles  east  of  Elyton  determineaSthe  site 
of  the  village  that  was  to  becomg  Bir¬ 
mingham. 

Actually  there  were  four  basic  events 
about  this  time  that  assured  the  growfi 
of  Birmingam  as  the  center  of  the  iroiX 
industry  of  the  South. 
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£  Don  Paarlberg  to  be  Asst. 

Sen.  Carlson  urgedXgreater  understanding  for  farm 


HIGHLIGHTS:  Senate  committee/reported  nomination 

Secretary  and  CCC  Board  member.  _  _  w 

income  problems.  House  Ejected  resolution  to  consideiNself-help  meat  promotion 
bill.  House  Rules  Committee  cleared  classified  employee  pay  raise  bill.  Sen. 
Humphrey  intro duced-'and  discussed  bill  to  establish  sanitation  standards  for  fluid 
milk  in  interstate  commeree.  Rep.  Cooley  proposed  and  discussed-measure  urging 
Secretary  to  lift  restraints  on  barter  transactions. 
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lEAT  PROMOTION.  Rejected,  175  to  216,  a  resolution  to  provide  for  consi 
of  H.R.  7244,  to  amend  the  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act  so  as  to  permit  deductio&e 
for  a  self-help  meat  promotion  program,  pp.  12676-86 


2. 


APPROPRIATIONS.  Passed,  330  to  75,  H.R.  9131,  making  supplemental  appropriations 
for  1958  to  various  agencies,  including  the  Departments  of  Defense,  Commerce, 
and  State,  and  the  TVA.  pp.  12655-75 

Rep.  Cannon  made  the  following  statement  as  to  the  intent  of  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee  in  regard  to  Sec.  1201  of  the  bill,  which  revises  Sec.  3679 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  relating  to  making  apportionments  of  appropriations: 

"The  substance  of  the  proposed  revision  is  to  make 
applicable  to  the  head  of  the  agency  requesting  or  recom¬ 
mending  an  apportionment  those  provisions  of  the  law  precluding 
apportionment  or  reapportionment  on  a  basis  indicating  necessity 
for  a  deficiency  or  supplemental  appropriation  unless  within 
exceptions  expressly  set  out  in  the  law.  Presently,  only  the 
officer  approving  the  apportionment--the  Director  of  the  Budget-- 
is  subject  to  such  prohibition.  But  he  is  not  directly  in  charge 
of  administration  of  the  funds;  he  does  not  personally  justify 
the  budget  program  before  the  committees;  he  is  not  directly 
accountable  to  the  committees  for  stewardship  of  funds  allocated 
to  his  administration.  These  responsibilities  devolve  upon  the 
agency  head. (gye,*) 


"Experience  indicates  need  for  this  amendment  so  as  to 
place  directly  on  the  agency  administering  the  funds  the  force 
of  the  prohibition  against  operating  on  a  deficiency  apportion¬ 
ment  basis,  in  addition  to  having  responsibility  on  the  Director 
of  the  Budget.  We  feel  that  responsibility  should  lie  on  both 
heads."  pp.  12674-75 


POULTRY.  Conferees  were  appointed  on  S.  1747,  to  provide  for  the  compulsory 
inspection  by  this  Department  of  poultry  and  poultry  products.  (p.  12687) 
Senate  conferees  were  appointed  Aug.  2. 


4. \T RAN SPORT AT ION.  House  and  Senate  conferees  were  appointed  on  S.  939,  to 
vthe  Interstate  Commerce  Act  to  provide  that  reduced  rate  agreements  for 


/ 


e 

movement  of  government  freight  or  passengers  shall  apply  only  in  tim<  f  war 

or  national  emergency,  and  to  finalize  contracts  made  between  the  goi  inent 

n  carriers,  pp.  12687,  12590-91 

The  Rules  Committee  reported  a  resolution  for  consideration  di  S.  1383, 
to  amend '"the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  so  as  to  require  freight  forwarders  to 
obtain  certificates  of  public  convenience  and  necessity,  p.  L2695 


and  c 


PERSONNEL;  FIBERS,  The  Rules  Committee  reported  resolutions  for  consideration 
of  H.R.  2462,  to\increase  the  basic  rates  of  compensatiotn  for  Federal  classi¬ 
fied  employees,  and  H.R.  469,  to  protect  producers  and/tonsumers  against 
misbranding  and  false  advertising  of  the  fiber  content  of  textile  fiber 
products,  p.  12695 


6.  HOUSING.  The  Ways  and  Meahs  Committee  ordered  r 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  to  provide 
respect  to  housing  facilities\for  farm  workers. 


•ported 


or 


H.R.  9057,  to  amend 
amortization  deductions  with 
p.  D749 


7.  BUDGETING.  Rep.  Laird  inserted  t£^timony/and  a  letter  by  Budget  Bureau  Directoi 
Brundage  directing  Federal  agencieSvtO/keep  the  rates  of  commitments,  obliga¬ 
tions,  and  expenditures  for  fiscal  year  1958  at  or  below  the  level  for  the 
fiscal  year  1957,  to  the  extent  feasible,  p.  12689 


8.  WEATHER.  Both  Houses  received  ffom  Commerce  the  interim  report  on  the  causey 
and  characteristics  of  thunderstorms  and  other  atmospheric  disturbances, 
pp.  12560,  12695 


9.  LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM.  Ren/  McCormack  announced  that\the  classified  employee  pay 
bill  will  probably  be  taken  up  on  Fri. ,  Aug.  9.  p.M2676 


A 


SENATE 


10.  NOMINATIONS.  The  Agriculture  and  Forestry  Committee  reported  the  nomination  of 
Don  Paarlberg/to  be  an  Assistant  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  a  member  of  the 
CCC  Board.  A.  12561 


11.  RECLAMATION.  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  reported  with  amend¬ 
ments  S.  1031,  to  authorize  construction  of  certain  units  of  the  Greater 
Wenatchee  division.  Chief  Joseph  project,  Wash.  (S.  Rept.  835).  p.  1^661 


12.  WATER  RESOURCES.  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  reported  without 


/amendment  S.  2431,  granting  Congressional  consent  to  the  Oregon-California 
compact  on  the  Kl^aeth  River  Basin  (S.  Rept.  834).  p.  12561 
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surevbut  that  we  are  going  too  far  in 
making  it  so  universal,  because  my  guess 
is  thatMhe  city  now  is  probably  losing 
a  milliori^and  a  half  dollars  in  taxes  a 
year  from,  the  various  organizations 
which  have\been  relieved  from  paying 
taxes.  I  think  it  is  time  to  get  sort  of 
an  invoice  or  inventory  of  the  number 
of  exemptions  w^have  given  to  various 
organizations,  because  the  door  is  opened 
a  little  wider  everjNyear  for  individuals 
or  groups  to  come  in,  and  ask  that  the 
taxes  for  those  orgamzations  not  be 
levied.  I  am  not  so  sui\  but  that  some 
of  these  organizations — &pd  I  am  not 
speaking  of  this  particular  organiza¬ 
tion — delve  in  political  propaganda  and 
do  things  that  are  not  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  and  regulations.  which 
were  laid  down  originally  for  li^titu- 
tions  that  should  be  tax  exempt  under 
the  District  law. 

,Mr.  McMILLAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  w\l 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  McMILLAN.  I  will  say  to  the 
gentleman  from  Nebraska  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  is  looking  into  this  matter  and 
will  make  a  report  of  each  organiza¬ 
tion,  and  if  we  find  that  they  do  not 
come  within  the  purview  of  the  organ¬ 
izations  that  should  be  exempt,  we  will 
certainly  repeal  it  as  far  as  they  are 
concerned. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  am  glad 
that  the  chairman  has  taken  that  step 
to  get  a  review  of  the  organizations  that 
do  come  under  the  tax-exemption  pro¬ 
vision,  because  I  think  there  will  be  a 
rather  increasing  number,  and  the  taxes 
that  we  forgive  must  be  made  up  some 
way  by  the  District  to  meet  their  obliga¬ 
tions. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  wonder  why  this  bill 
was  not  reached  on  the  calendar  yes¬ 
terday. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  am  not 
able  to  answer  that. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engross£& 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon¬ 
sider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  736  of 
the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  establish  a  code 
of  law  for  the  District  of  Columbia,”  ap¬ 
proved  March  3,  1901  (D.  C.  Code,  sec.  26- 
324),  is  amended  by  inserting  “and  citizens 
of  the  United  States,”  immediately  after  “be 
stockholders,”  and  by  striking  out  “one-half 
residents  and  citizens  of  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “two- 
thirds  of  whom  shall  reside  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  or  within  100  miles  of  the 
location  of  the  principal  office  of  the  com-T" 
pany.” 


COMMITTEE  ON  RULES 


Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr. Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules  may  have/until  mid¬ 
night  tonight  to  file  certain  privileged 
reports. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Vir¬ 
ginia?  / 

There  was  no  obja&ion. 


Mr.  McMILLAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Speaker,  under  existing  law  one- 
half  of  the  directors  of  the  four  trust 
companies  doing  business  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  must  reside  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  and  two-thirds  of  these  must 
reside  within  50  miles  of  the  location  of 
the  principal  office  of  the  company. 

The  purpose  in  this  legislation  is  to 
amend  the  present  law  so  as  to  make  the 
Jaw  applicable  to  trust  companies  in  the 
^strict  of  Columbia  conform  to  that /if 
the.  residence  requirement  of  the  dh-ec- 
tors'qf  national  banks  as  provided  in  the 
revision  of  the  National  Bank  Act  of 
April  2\  1956,  title  12,  section  7 2, -'Uni ted 
States  Cede  Annotated.  This/provides 
that  two-thirds  of  the  members  of  the 
board  of  directors  must  reside  within 
100  miles  or/ the  bankipg  institution 
which  they  ser 

A  hearing  wa^Vheld  by  the  Fiscal  Af 
fairs  Subcommittee  of, the  House  District 
Committee  on  July/30,  1957,  at  which 
time  a  representative  of  the  4  trust 
companies  appeared  arid  filed  a  written 
statement  that/the  4  Qfust  companies 
doing  business/in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia  approve  of  this  change \n  law. 

The  bill  also  has  the  approval  of  the 
Board  of  .Commissioners  of  tne/.  District 
of  Columbia. 

The  Kill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time/  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  rec 
sider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


RESIDENCE  QUALIFICATIONS  OF 
THE  DIRECTORS  OR  /TRUSTEES 
OF  CERTAIN  COMPANIES  IN  THE 
DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

Mr.  McMILLAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  di¬ 
rection  of  the  Conynittee  on  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia/ 1  call  up  the  bill 
(H.  R.  7467)  to  amend  the  act  of  March 
3,  1901,  with  respect  to  the  citizenship 
and  residence  qualifications  of  the  direc¬ 
tors  or  trustees  of  certain  companies  in 
the  District/of  Columbia,  and  ask  unan¬ 
imous  consent  that  the  bill  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  the  House  as  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole. 

Th/  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the/  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Sputh  Carolina?  r 

There  was  no  objection. 


CALL  OF  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make 
the  point  of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not 
present. 

The  SPEAKER.  Evidently  a  quorum 
is  not  present. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  a 
call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the 
following  Members  failed  to  answer  to 
their  names : 


Anfuso 

Beamer 

Bentley 

Buckley 

Dague 

Dawson,  Ill. 

Engle 

Hillings 

Holtzman 

Jenkins 


[Roll  No.  174] 

Kearney 

Kilburn 

McConnell 

Mason 

Miller,  Calif. 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Powell 

Preston 

Prouty 

Reece,  Tenn. 


Reed 

Rivers 

Rogers,  Mass. 
Scott,  Pa. 

Van  Pelt 
Vinson 
Vursell 
Wharton 
Wilson,  Calif. 


The  SPEAKER.  On  this  rollcall  400 
Members  have  answered  to  their  names, 
a  quorum. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  under  the  call  were  dispensed 
with. 


SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION 
BILL,  1958 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  the  further  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9131) 
making  supplemental  appropriations  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1958,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  fur¬ 
ther  consideration  of  the  bill,  H.  R.  9131, 
with  Mr.  Kilday  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  When  the  commit¬ 
tee  rose  on  yesterday,  the  Clerk  had 
read-  down  to  and  including  line  10  on 
page  18  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  BUDGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make 
a  point  of  order  against  the  language 
contained  in  lines  1  through  10,  page  18, 
the  point  of  order  being  that  it  is  legis¬ 
lation  upon  an  appropriation  bill  giving 
affirmative  direction  and,  further,  that 
it  imposes  new  duties  on  the  Treasury 
Department.  I  think  the  language  ob¬ 
viously  imposes  a  new  duty  on  the  Treas¬ 
ury  Department  ahd  also  there  is  ob¬ 
viously  a  proviso  which  is  legislation  on 
an  appropriation  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York  [Mr.  Rooney]  de¬ 
sire  to  be  heard? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Yes,  Mr.  Chairman; 
but  before  referring  to  the  basic  law  I 
should  like  to  point  out  that  the  lan¬ 
guage  presently  contained  at  page  18  of 
the  bill  was  submitted  to  the  committee 
by  the  Department  of  State,  through 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  Wilkinson 
and  Special  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  Bernard  Katzen.  The  depart¬ 
ment  drafted  it. 

Section  1442,  subdivision  (d),  of  title 
22  of  the  United  States  Code  is  entitled 
“Sale  of  Foreign  Currencies — Special 
Account — Availability.”  This  provides 
that — 

Foreign  currencies  available  after  June  30, 
1955,  from  conversions  made  pursuant  to 
the  obligation  of  informational  media  guar¬ 
antees  may  be  sold,  in  accordance  with 
Treasury  Department  regulations,  for  dol¬ 
lars  which  shall  be  deposited  in  the  special 
account  and  shall  be  available  for  payments 
under  new  guaranties.  Such  currencies 
shall  be  available  as  may  be  provided  for 
the  Congress  in  appropriation  acts,  for  use 
for  educational,  scientific,  and  cultural  pur¬ 
poses  which  are  in  the  national  interest  of 
the  United  States,  and  for  such  other  pur¬ 
poses  of  mutual  interest  as  may  be  agreed 
to  by  the  governments  of  the  United  States 
and  the  country  from  which  the  currencies 
derive. 


No.  141 
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Now,  the  proviso  beginning  on  line  5 
of  page  18  of  the  pending  bill  states: 

Provided,  That  this  amount  shall  be  used 
for  purchase  of  foreign  currencies  from  the 
special  account  for  the  informational  media 
guaranty  program,  at  rates  of  exchange  de¬ 
termined  by  the  Treasury  Department,  and 
the  amounts  of  any  such  purchases  shall 
be  covered  into  miscellaneous  receipts  of 
the  Treasury. 

The  purpose  of  this  language  is  to 
provide  that  the  appropriation  of  $3,- 
525,000  referred  to  in  lines  1  to  5  on  that 
page  of  the  bill  shall  be  used  to  purchase 
from  the  United  States  Treasury  Is¬ 
raeli  pounds  in  that  amount  and  with 
which  this  appropriation  is  connected  so 
that  they  will  be  covered  into  miscel¬ 
laneous  receipts  of  the  Treasury. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  May  the  Chair  in¬ 
quire  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
if  the  section  of  the  code  from  which  he 
read  refers  to  purchases  as  well  as  sales? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  assume  from  the 
language  contained  in  that  section  of 
the  code  that  it  refers  to  both  purchases 
and  sales.  This  proviso  makes  it  clear 
and  certain  that  the  money  appropriated 
would  not  come  from  the  general  fund. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Then,  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York  states  it  as  a  fact 
that  the  section  of  the  code  from  which 
he  read  uses  only  the  word  “sale”  or 
“sold”  rather  than  “purchase”? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  must  concede  that 
only  the  “sold”  is  contained  in  the  sec¬ 
tion,  Mr.  Chairman. 

However,  I  should  like  to  add  that 
when  this  section  of  the  code  refers  to 
a  sale  it  is  certainly  implied  that  it  also 
means  a  purchase.  There  cannot  be  a 
sale  without  a  purchase. 

Mr.  BUDGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
gentleman  will  yield,  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  has  not  addressed  him¬ 
self  to  the  language  “at  rates  of  ex- 
*  change  determined  by  the  Treasury  De¬ 
partment,”  which  language  obviously 
gives  the  Treasury  Department  addi¬ 
tional  duties  which  are  not  in  the  origi¬ 
nal  act. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  In  regard  to  that  con¬ 
tention,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  submit  that 
this  is  all  in  accordance  with  Treasury 
regulations.  There  are  no  extra  duties 
imposed  upon  the  Treasury  Department 
in  connection  therewith.  The  proviso 
says:  “at  rates  of  exchange  determined 
by  the  Treasury  Department” — not  “at 
rates  of  exchange  to  be  determined  by 
the  Treasui-y  Department.”  If  that  is 
the  point  which  the  gentleman  from 
Idaho  seeks  to  make  by  his  point  of  or¬ 
der,  then  I  submit  the  point  of  order 
should  be  overruled. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I 
be  heard  on  the  point  of  order? 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  will  hear 
the  gentleman. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  trust 
that  the  chairman  will  ignore  the  state¬ 
ment  made  by  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  I  Mr.  Rooney]  with  reference  to 
the  fact  that  the  State  Department  pre¬ 
pared  this  language.  The  State  Depart¬ 
ment  is  not  qualified  to  pass  upon  the 
lules  of  the  House  or  the  parliamentary 
procedure  of  the  House. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Iowa  will 
yield,  I  submit,  that  of  course  the  lan¬ 
guage  in  this  bill  was  prepared  by  the 
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State  Department.  It  will  be  found  in 
the  printed  hearings  on  the  bill.  This 
very  language  now  before  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  was  furnished  by  the  State 
Department  at  the  very  start  of  their 
justifications.  It  will  be  found  at  page 
216  of  the  hearings.  , 

The  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  Kilday).  The 
Chair  is  prepared  to  rule. 

The  gentleman  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Budge] 
has  made  a  point  of  order  against  that 
portion  of  the  bill  appearing  on  lines  1 
through  10  on  page  18  on  the  ground  that 
it  is  legislation  on  an  appropriation  bill. 
•The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Rooney]  has  cited  the  language  con¬ 
tained  in  title  22.  United  States  Code, 
section  1442  (d) ,  and  that  the  reference 
to  that  section  indicates  that  authoriy 
and  duty  in  connection  with  the  sale  of 
foreign  currencies  is  imposed,  whei'eas 
the  language  in  the  bill  imposes  the  duty 
in  connection  with  purchases  of  foreign 
currencies. 

The  Chair  is  of  the  opinion  that  the 
language  constitutes  legislation  on  an 
appropriation  bill  and  sustains  the  point 
of  order. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  x-ead  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Rooney:  On 
page  18.  line  1,  insert: 

“educational  scientific,  and  cultural 

-  activities 

“For  expenses  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  .section  10X1  (d)  of  the  United  States  In¬ 
formation  and  Educational  Exchange  Act  of 
1948,  as  amended  (22  U.  S.  C.  1442  (d)  ) 
$3,525,000.” 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
amendment  provides  for  the  appropria¬ 
tion  of  $3,525,000  worth  of  Israeli  pounds 
without  the  proviso  which  was  stricken 
on  the  point  of  order  raised  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Idaho.  In  the  United 
States  Treasury  at  the  present  time  there 
is  the  amount  of  $4,800,000  in  Israeli 
pounds  which  have  been  generated  as 
the  result  of  the  program  referred  to  „s- 
the  information  media  guaranty  pro¬ 
gram.  These  Israeli  currencies  resulted 
from  the  subsidy  of  certain  American 
booksellers  and  magazine  publishers  who 
sold  their  material  to  importers  in 
Israel.  This  is  by  far  the  largest 
amount  of  acquired  foreign  currencies 
held  by  the  United  States  Treasury  in 
connection  with  the  program;  that  is, 
the  amount  of  such  currency  generated 
in  the  State  of  Israel  is  the  largest 
amount  in  the  entire  program. 

Under  the  agreement  as  the  result  of 
which  the  funds  were  generated,  the 
agreement  between  the  State  of  Israel 
and  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  there  is  a  Requirement  that  the 
fund  generated  shall  be  used  for  educa¬ 
tional,  scientific,  and  cultural  purposes 
and  for  such  other  purposes  as  may  be 
determined  by  agreement  between  the 
two  governments. 

In  connection  with  these  educational, 
scientific,  and  cultural  purposes,  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  State  sent  Mr.  Bernard  Katzen 
over  to  Israel  last  year.  At  that  time 
there  was  developed  the  following  pro¬ 
gram  which  is  set  forth  in  the  printed 
hearings  at  pages  217  and  218,  and  which 
I  shall  now  l'ead. 

The  program  proposals  listed  below  repre¬ 
sent  agreement  between  the  Governments  of 


the  United  States  and  Israel  as  the  best  use 
of  the  funds  for  educational,  scientific,  and 
cultural  activities  In  Israel,  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  IMG  agreement. 


Summary  of  projects  through  grants 

Chairs  in  Israel  universities _  $222,  222 

Translation  and  publication  pro¬ 
gram -  222, 222 

University  and  teacher-training 

scholarships _  55,  556 

"American-Israel  Friendship 

League — Beersheba _ 13,  889 

Artists  Village  (B’nai  Zion  Foun¬ 
dation) — Ein  Hod _  5,556 

Association  of  the  Deaf  and  Mute 

in  Israel _  27,  778 

Bar-Ilan  University  (construction 

of  American  science  wing) _  69,444 

Beth  Emmanuel  Museum,  Ramat 

Gen -  4i,  667 

Beth  Esther'*(purchase  of  orphan¬ 
age)  - 3,  333 

Beth  Ha’am,  Jerusalem  (cultural 

center) - - -  27,  778 

Beth  Hanoar  (Haivri  ( YMHA; 

YWHA),  Jerusalem  (English- 

language  teaching) -  5,556 

B’nai  B’rith  (Yehouda  Halevy 
Lodge),  Tel  Aviv  (scholarship 

fund) - - -  27,778 

Boys’  Town,  Jerusalem _  27,  778 

Chinuch  Atzmai  (elementary- 

school  system) _  216,667 

Community  centers,  Nazareth, 

Kiryat  Shmone _  138,  889 

Council  of  the  Shepardi  Com¬ 
munity  Jerusalem,  (study  of 

American  jurisprudence) _  13,889 

HIAS,  United  Service,  Beersheba 

(assistance  to  immigrants) _  25,000 

Hadassah  Medical  Organization 
(construction  of  American 

wing) - 105,556 

Haifa  municipality  (cultural  cen¬ 
ter)  -  138,889 

Hazimir  (support  of  choir  assem¬ 
bly) - 8,333 

Hebrew  University  (construction 

of  teachers’  training  school) _ _  111,111 

Home  for  Blind  Jewish  Girls _  27,  778 

Israel-American  Archeological 

Foundation _  333,  333 

Israel-American  Museum  Founda¬ 
tion  (construction  of  a  muse¬ 
um - - - -  833,  333 

Israel  Bar  Association  (erection  of 

an  American  law  library) _ _  27,778 

Israel  Boy  Scouts  Association _  5,  556 

Israel  Conservatoire  and  Academy 

of  Music,  Tel  Aviv _  16,  667 

Israel  Foundation  for  Infantile 

Paralysis _ _ _  7,  778 

Israel  Institute  of  Technology 
(Haifa  Technion)  (construction 
of  vocational  training  building)  _  166,  667 

Jerusalem  School  of  Archeology 

(archeological  studies) _  27,778 

Kfar  Silver  Agricultural  Training 

Institute _  47,  222 

Kinneroth  Esco  Music  Center  (Ein 

Gev) _ _ _  27,  778 

Pardess  Katz  Maabarah  (construc¬ 
tion  of  children’s  nursery) _  30,556 

P’eylim  (camp  for  underprivi¬ 
leged  children) _  22,  222 

Science  laboratory,  Herzlia  High 

School,  Tel  Aviv _  27,  778 

Tel  Aviv  Cultural  Center _  166,  667 

Torah  Shelemah  Institute  (con¬ 
struction  of  library) _ _  11,  ill 

Water  desalting  research _  ill,  ill 

World  history  of  the  Jewish  Peo¬ 
ple  -  41, 667 

Young  Men’s  Christian  Associa¬ 
tion,  Nazareth _ 27,  778 

Zebulon,  Israel  Seafaring  Society,  5,  556 

Zionist  Organization  of  America, 

Tel  Aviv _ , _  41,662 


Total  projects  on  grant 

basis _ 3,  516,  667 
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The  amendment  now  before  the  House 
providing  that  $3,525,000  be  appropriated 
for  this  pregram  is  merely  a  bookkeep¬ 
ing  transaction.  Their  money  will  be 
used  to  purchase  that  amount  of  the 
Israeli  pounds  already  held  by  the  United 
States  Treasury.  We  have  these  funds 
in  the  United  States  Treasury.  The 
State  Department  and  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  are  committed  to 
use  these  very  funds  for  educational, 
scientific,  and  cultural  purposes  in  Israel. 
Under  the  present  agreement  these  funds 
cannot  be  used  for  purposes  such  as  the- 
payment  of  embassy  expenses,  salaries 
of  local  employees,  et  cetera,  in  Israel. 

This  is  a  good  program.  This  is  a 
program  that  will  make  the  firmest  of 
friends  for  us.  I  readily  admit  that  the 
people  of  the  State  of  Israel  are  right 
now  our  best  friends,  but  we  should  take 
this  opportunity  to  further  cement  that 
friendship  in  these  chaotic  times  by  using 
funds  which  cannot  be  used  for  any 
other  purpose.  The  adoption  of  the 
pending  amendment  would  not  cost  the 
American  taxpayer  a  further  dollar. 

Mr.  COUDERT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York. 

Mr.  COUDERT.  Mr.  Chairman,  as 
the  ranking  member  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee,  I  should  like  to  associate  myself 
with  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Rooney]  in  the  remarks  he  has 
made.  I  think  it  is  very  unfortunate 
that  this  language  was  subject  to  a 
point  of  order.  All  the  item  seeks  to 
do  is  to  carry  out  an  international  obli¬ 
gation  of  the  United  States  beginning 
with  an  agreement  in  1952,  to  which  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  has  referred, 
and  concluding  ip  the  agreement  of 
which  this  fund  and  this  request  for  an 
appropriation  are  the  result. 

This  is  a  good  program.  It  is  sup¬ 
ported  by  the  Department  the  inter¬ 
est  of  better  relations  in  the  delicate 
Middle  East  area.  I  hope  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Rooney]  will  carry.  It  is  a  good 
program  and  the  amendment  should 
carry. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
should  like  to  add  this:  it  is  a  matter 
of  commonsense  and  good  sound  busi¬ 
ness  judgment  to  use  these  Israeli 
pounds  for  these  educational,  scientific, 
and  cultural  purposes  at  the  present 
time.  This  is  the  time  to  use  them,  at 
their  present  value  and  for  the  purposes 
for  which  agreement  was  made  between 
the  two  sovereignties.  I  submit  that  it 
is  plain,  ordinary,  common  horsesense 
and  good  business  to  distribute  these 
Israeli  pounds  at  this  time  and  for  these 
meritorious  grants.  There  is  no  Ameri¬ 
can  dollar  involved  in  this  except  as  a 
matter  of  bookkeeping. 

Mr.  BUDGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  BUDGE.  Under  the  present  par¬ 
liamentary  situation,  if  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  prevails,  is  it  not  a  fact  that  these 
expenditures  would  come  from  the  gen¬ 
eral  fund  of  the  Treasury  and  would  not 


be  limited  to  the  Israeli  pounds  to  which 
the  gentleman  refers? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Let  us  be  practical 
about  this.  The  gentleman  is  a  capable 
member  of  the  House  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations  and  full  well  knows  that 
this  will  be  straightened  out  in  the  con¬ 
ference  on  the  bill,  it  having  been  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  other  body  last  year.  No 
one  in  his  right  mind  would  use  Ameri¬ 
can  dollars  when  we  have  the  Israeli 
pounds  already  in  the  United  States 
Treasury. 

Mr.  BUDGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  the  first  thing 
we  should  do  is  review  the  parliamentary 
situation.  The  language  of  this  bill  as 
it  reached  the  floor  would  have  done 
what  the  gentleman  from  New  York  was 
just  discussing,  it  would  have  resulted 
in  the  expenditure  of  Israeli  pounds. 
The  situation  now  is  that  the  language 
providing  for  the  expenditure  of-  Israeli 
pounds  has  been  stricken,  and  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  would  now  cause  an  ap¬ 
propriation  of  a  little  over  $3,500,000  to 
be  taken  from  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States  for  expenditure  in  Israel  for  these 
purposes.  I  want  to  review  for  you  very 
briefly  a  few  of  the  purposes  which  are 
set  forth  in  the  hearings  and  for  which 
this  $3,500,000  is  to  be  spent  out  of  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States: 

To  provide  financing  to  Israeli  insti¬ 
tutions  for  scholarships. 

To  provide  club  premises  for  the 
American-Israel  friendship  league. 

To  construct  a  ceramics  kiln  and/or 
build  and  equip  a  studio  building. 

To  add  another  floor,  which  will  be 
used  as  an  art  gallery,  to  a  museum 
building  now  being  constructed. 

To  help  complete  the  cultural  center 
in  Jerusalem. 

To  assist  in  financing  •  a  revolving 
scholarship  loan  fund. 

To  construct  a  wing  to  a  postgraduate 
college. 

To  complete  the  construction  of  a 
hostel. 

To  support  a  choir  assembly. 

To  construct  a  museum. 

To  erect  a  library  wing  to  house  a  law 
library. 

To  develop  the  Central  National  Camp 
for  Israel  boy  scouts. 

To  construct  a  class  room  building  for 
a  music  conservatory. 

To  finance  archeological  expeditions. 

To  complete  a  concert  hall  where 
music  festivals  and  concerts  are  held. 

To  construct  and  equip  a  nursery. 

To  set  up  a  permanent  summer  camp 
for  underprivileged  children. 

To  assist  in  the  completion  of  a  cul¬ 
tural  center  to  house  a  philharmonic 
orchestra. 

To  purchase  locally  a  library  of  4,000 
volumes. 

To  finance  a  program  of  research  in 
the  demineralization  of  sea  water. 

To  construct  a  building  for  a  YMCA. 

To  repair  engines  for  a  seafaring  so¬ 
ciety. 

To  purchase  equipment  for  Boys 
Town,  Jerusalem. 

These  are  all  probably  laudable  pur¬ 
poses,  but  certainly  we  are  not  appro ¬ 
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priating  out  of  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States  for  these  purposes  in  our 
own  country.  Why  in  the  world  should 
we  be  providing  them  in  Israel  or  any¬ 
where  else  in  the  world?  I  see  abso¬ 
lutely  no  justification  for  the  expendi¬ 
ture  of  these  funds.  I  do  not  feel  that 
even  though  the  funds  were  to  be  ex¬ 
pended  in  the  Israeli  pounds  belonging 
to  the  United  States  Government  they 
should  be  expended  in  Israel  for  these 
purposes.  We  could  use  the  Israeli 
pounds  for  other  purposes  in  Israel  if 
that  were  involved.  We  could  pay  the 
expenses  of  our  United  States  Informa¬ 
tion  Services  activities.  We  could  pay 
the  expenses  of  our  diplomatic  mission, 
and  many  other  things,  if  it  were  in 
pounds.  But  it  is  not  in  pounds  now. 
You  are  taking  this  money  out  of  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  to  finance 
these  activities  in  Israel.  Certainly  if 
we  do  not  do  it  for  our  own  country, 
we  should  not  go  half  way  across  the 
world  and  start  a  camp  for  the  Boy 
Scouts  in  Israel. 

Mr.  COUDERT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will, 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BUDGE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COUDERT.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
that  program  of  financing  cultural, 
scientific,  and  educational  objectives  is 
the  result  of  and  authorized  by  an  agree¬ 
ment  between  the  United  States  and 
Israel  in  1952,  which  limits  the  use  of 
these  funds  to  scientific,  cultural,  and 
educational  purposes  or  such  purposes 
as  the  two  countries  may  agree  on? 

Mr.  BUDGE.  I  would  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York  that  that  is  not 
correct.  It  said  it  may  be  used  for  those 
purposes.  Then  it  says:  “Or  for  any 
other  purposes  upon  which  the  two  Gov¬ 
ernments  may  agree.”  So  it  can  be  used 
for  any  purpose  including  the  purposes 
that  I  previously  mentioned.  But  that 
is  not  the  important  thing  now  because 
we  are  not  talking  about  Israeli  pounds, 
we- are  talking  about  dollars  to  be  ap¬ 
propriated  out  of  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States,  the  general  fund  of  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  and  not 
about  Israeli  pounds. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Idaho  has  expired. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  last  speaker,  our 
distinguished  colleague,  struck  out  cer¬ 
tain  phrases  on  a  point  of  order  which 
was  sustained  and  now  he  complains  that 
what  has  been  done  is  still  distasteful  to 
him.  His  complaint  is  the  result  of  his 
own  improvident  handiwork.  As  I  see 
and  view  this  situation,  there  is  no  addi¬ 
tional  cost  whatsoever  to  the  taxpayers 
of  the  Nation.  There  is  no  additional 
outlay.  The  money  is  there.  Only  be¬ 
cause  of  difficulties  in  currency  matters 
is  this  amendment,  as  originally  drafted, 
offered.  I  am  quite  sure  when  the  bill 
would  go  to  conference,  the  situation, 
which  was  developed  by  the  gentleman 
who  addressed  us,  would  be  straightened 
out. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  been  to  Israel  a 
number  of  times.  I  can  tell  you  gentle¬ 
men  that  if  you  had  the  privilege  of  be¬ 
ing  there,  you  would  not  hesitate  one 
moment  to  vote  for  this  three-million- 
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odd  dollars  for  cultural  and  spiritual  and 
scientific  and  educational  development 
in  the  little  State  of  Isi-ael,  which  is  real¬ 
ly  our  only — our  only  bastion  of  defense 
in  the  Middle  East.  I  defy  anyone  to  tell 
me  of  any  other  country  in  that  area 
that  will  rise  to  the  defense  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  The  gentleman  men¬ 
tioned.  $3,500,000.  I  want  to  accentu¬ 
ate  the  fact  that  they  are  not  dollars. 
They  are  3,500,000  of  Israeli  pounds  al¬ 
ready  to  the  credit  of  the  United  States 
Treasury. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  there  is 
no  commercial  use  to  be  made  of  this 
money.  There  is  no  military  use  to  be 
made  of  this  money.  The  only  purpose 
to  which  it  is  to  be  put  is  education, 
scientific,  and  cultural.  I  was  in  a  set¬ 
tlement  in  Israel.  I  noticed  large  pota¬ 
toes  being  grown  there.  Potatoes  as 
large  as  Idaho  potatoes,  potatoes  as  firm 
and  as  sound  as  Long  Island  or  Maine  po¬ 
tatoes.  I  reached  over  and  picked  up  a 
potato,  and  I  said  to  the  farmer,  “With 
what  do  you  mix  your  soil  that  you  get 
such  fine  potatoes?’’  And  his  answer 
was,  “Brains.’’ 

That  is  the  secret  of  whatever  success 
Israel  may  have — the  use  of  brains 
in  its  industrial  and  agricultural  devel¬ 
opment,  brains  in  its  educational,  scien¬ 
tific,  and  cultural  development.  There 
are  more  books  to  the  square  inch  in 
Israel  than  there  are  to  thousands  of 
miles  in  the  other  areas  of  the  Middle 
East.  Israelis  are  avid  of  learning.  They 
desire  more  knowledge  on  all  levels. 
They  are  desirous  of  cultural  advance¬ 
ment  and  spiritual  advancement.  How 
could  you  have  the  temerity,  if  I  may  use 
that  term,  to  deny  this  three-million-odd 
dollars  or  pounds  for  that  purpose  when 
it  does  not  cost  us  an  additional  sou  or 
a  marquis. 

Yes,  I  was  over  there  and  I  can  assure 
you  I  never  saw  a  people — I  never  saw 
people  with  greater  courage  than  these 
people.  Their  soldiers  in  the  recent 
Sinai  war  went  through  the  Egyptian 
armies  like  a  hot  knife  through  butter. 

In  100  hours  they  went  from  Tel  Aviv 
to  within  10  miles  of  the  canal,  and  they 
would  have  captured,  beyond  peradven- 
ture  of  doubt,  that  megalomaniac  Nas¬ 
ser  if  they  had  not  been  called  off  by  the 
United  Nations  at  the  instigation  of  the 
United  States. 

I  never  saw  a  people  with  greater  faith, 
faith  in  themselves,  faith  in  their  flag, 
faith  in  their  nation,  faith  in  their  land. 
Theirs  is  a  faith,  in  the  language  of 
Browning,  that  can  move  mountains. 

There  you  see  a  people  with  the  deter¬ 
mination  as  firm  as  a  rock  you  hold  in 
your  hands,  as  firm  as  those  rocks  that 
were  hewn  out  of  the  Judean  hills  with 
which  they  built  the  now  famous  Burma 
Road  over  which  sped  the  trucks  and 
the  lorries  manned  by  sturdy  and 
devoted  members  of  the  Haganah,  the 
load  over  which  food  and  water  were 
brought  to  the  beleaguered,  starving,  and 
thirsty  Jews  in  the  city  of  Jerusalem. 
Had  it  not  been  for  the  courage  of  those 


members  of  the  Haganah  30,000  would 
have  perished. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  has  expired. 

(By  unanimous  consent  Mr.  Celler 
was  allowed  to  proceed  for  3  additional 
minutes.) 

Mr.  CELLER.  Yes,  there  in  Israel 
you  find  an  exaltation  amongst  those 
people  as  fierce  as  a  streak  of  lightning; 
with  that  exaltation,  that  determination, 
that  courage,  and  that  faith  they  want 
to  go  forward,  and  this  is  the  best  way 
by  which  we  can  help  them  go  forward, 
not  only  to  help  themselves,  not  only 
to  be  oui- stronger  defense  in  that  area — 
and,  incidentally,  Israel  is  the  only  coun¬ 
try  in  that  area  that  has  embraced  the 
Eisenhower  doctrine  wholeheartedly — 
but  also  to  enable  Israel  to  advance  the 
standards  of  living  of  all  the  peoples  of 
the  Middle  East.  If  you  go  into  the  sec¬ 
tion  outside  Israel  and  into  Jordan  or 
in  Syria  and  then  step  back  into  Israel 
it  is  like  going  from  the  11th  century 
into  the  20th  century.  In  Israel  there 
is  the  spirit  and  joy  of  living.  In  Arab 
lands  there  is  sloth  and  despondency. 
In  Israel  there  is  hustle  and  action  that 
flows  from  democracy.  In  the  neighbor 
states  there  is  the  apathy  and  serfdom 
and  inertia  that  feudalism  fosters.  I 
cannot  for  the  life  of  me  conceive  how 
anyone  would  deign  to  reject  this  pro¬ 
posal  to  give  Israel  a  modicum  of  funds, 
three  million,  a  modicum  of  funds  to  ad- 
cance  that  cause  that  I  have  spoken  of 
so  that  Israel  can  go  indeed  from 
strength  to  strength. 

Let  me  read  some  of  the  projects  for 
which  this  money  would  be  spent,  for 
example,  to  set  up  chairs  in  the  univer¬ 
sities  of  Israel:  In  the  Technion  at  Haifa, 
which  rivals  our  own  Massachusetts  In¬ 
stitute  of  Technology;  in  the  Hebrew 
University,  one  of  the  outstanding  cen¬ 
ters  of  learning  of  the  world,  in  the  Re- 
hobeth  Institute,  founded  by  the  first 
President  of  the  infant  state,  Chaim 
Weizmann;  for  the  university  and 
teacher-training  scholarships;  for  the  Is¬ 
rael- American  archeological  foundation; 
Bar-Ilam  University,  construction  of 
American  science  wing;  for  Hadassah 
Medical  Association,  American  pavilion; 
for  the  Hebrew  University,  construction 
and  training  school;  for  the  home  for 
blind  Jewish  girls;  the  Israel  Founda¬ 
tion  for  Infantile  Paralysis;  and  so  forth. 

Every  one  of  those  projects  is  well 
worth  while;  everyone  of  those  projects 
is  a  project  for  which  we  would  be  will¬ 
ing  to  plug  for  in  this  country ;  and  there 
is  no  reason  on  God’s  earth  why  there 
should  be  a  refusal  to  grant  those  sums 
for  the  purposes  indicated  in  Israel. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Is  it  not  true  that 
one  of  the  items  in  this  bill  is  for  a  little 
Y.  M.C.  A.  in  Nazareth? 

Mr.  CELLER.  Yes. 

Mi*.  CANFIELD.  Serving  under  a 
board  of  American  and  Canadian  offi¬ 
cials. 

Mr.  CELLER.  That  is  very  interest¬ 
ing,  because  Nazareth  is  a  Christian- 
Arab  area,  and  it  is  well  to  set  up  a 


Young  Men’s  Christian  Association  in 
that  particular  section  which  Israel  has 
endeavored  to  have  become  a  strong 
community  to  work  with  Israel. 

I  am  very  happy  to  see  the  interest 
in  this  matter  expressed  by  my  dear  and 
esteemed  friend,  the  gentleman  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  Canfield].  He  has  been 
a  loyal  friend  of  the  cause  of  Israel. 
Never  have  I  asked  him  for  anything  in 
the  interest  of  that  little  state  that  he 
has  not  nobly  and  uninhibitedly  re¬ 
sponded.  He  is  no  Johnny-come-lately 
in  matters  pertaining  to  Israel.  He  has 
been  iff  the  House  for  many  years  where 
he  has  rendered  distinguished  service, 
and  before  Israel  had  achieved  its  goal 
of  independence,  he  made  speeches  for 
and  on  behalf  of  Israel  and  its  desire 
for  a  place  in  the  family  of  nations.  He 
was  very  effective  in  those  statements 
and  did  much  to  crystallize  public  opin¬ 
ion  in  this  country  in  favor  of  a  national 
homeland  for  the  Jews.  I  am,  therefore, 
happy  to  note  his  interest  in  this  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Rooney]  who,  likewise,  has 
given  unstinted  devotion  and  support  to 
Israel. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  of¬ 
fer  an  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Hoffman  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Rooney:  Strike 
out  the  period  and  insert  a  colon  and  add 
“Provided,  further,  That  no  part  of  the  funds 
provided  in  this  paragraph  shall  be  used  to 
provide  grants  to  finance  the  translation  of 
American  and  world  classics  into  Hebrew.” 

(Mr.  HOFFMAN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairmaii,  of 
course,  the  objectives  stated  in  the  hear¬ 
ings  are  well  worthwhile,  but  the  ques¬ 
tion  arises  as  in  the  words  so  often  used 
by  our  former  colleague.  Bob  Rich, 
“Where  are  you  going  to  get  the  money?” 
We  all  admit  that  the  funds  available 
are  limited.  It  naturally  follows  that 
we  have  to  make  a  choice  as  for  what 
we  are  to  spend  available  funds.  The 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Celler], 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Rooney]  and  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  on  the  Republican' side  [Mr.  Cou- 
dert],  especially  Mr.  Celler,  made  very 
touching,  appeals  for  a  group  in  their 
cities  and  in  their  State  of  New  York. 

We  heard  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Celler]  very  eloquently  praise 
his  people.  We  can  all  agree  with  what 
he  said,  we  can  all  go  along  with  that,  but 
sometime  I  wish  the  people  who  live  in 
New  York,  and  especially  in  New  York 
City,  would  take  the  time  and  the  trouble 
to  travel  a  little  in  the  Midwest.  We 
have  a  great  section  in  the  Midwest,  in¬ 
cluding  Ohio,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Wiscon¬ 
sin. 

Mr.  GROSS.  And  Iowa. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  The  gentleman  takes 
pretty  good  care  of  Iowa. 

Mr.  Chairman,  our  people  are  getting 
along  fairly  well  but  they  do  not  have 
in  ample  supply  many  of  the  things  that 
this  bill  would  give  to  people  across  the 
sea.  Only  a  few  days  ago  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Celler]  was  cry- 
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ing — and  that  is  his  stock  in  trade,  al¬ 
though  he  uses  words  instead  of  tears 
on  the  floor  of  the  House — about  civil 
rights.  Why  not  use  some  of  this  money 
that  is  available  to  do  something  for  the 
Puerto  Ricans  in  New  York  City.  There 
are  plenty  of  them  there  that  are  getting 
less  than  a  subsistence  wage.  Shed  a 
few  tears  for  them.  While  shedding 
tears  give  them  material  relief.  Then 
if  you  have  any  left  that  are  not  croco¬ 
dile  tears,  come  out  into  the  Midwest 
and  take  a  look  at  some  of  the  older 
people,  people  past  60,  70,  80  years,  who 
through  no  fault  of  their  own  are  not 
able  to  earn  a  livelihood.  Where  they 
are  getting  $50,  $60,  sometimes  $80,  from 
the  Federal-State  governments.  On 
that  they  try  to  buy  fuel,  they  try  to  get 
light,  they  try  to  get  bread  without  the 
butter.  They  pass  up  the  meat,  but  they 
buy  potatoes.  They  eat  cornmeal. 
Come  out  and  take  a  look  at  some  of 
those  people  walking  around  suffering 
from  arthritis  or  rheumatism.  Take  a 
look  at  some  of  the  veterans  and  some 
of  the  children  and  wives  of  the  vet¬ 
erans  who  do  not  have  enough  to  eat 
or  wear  or  a  decent  place  in  which  to 
live  before  you  travel  3,000  miles  across 
the  sea  to  do  something  for  a  people 
who  are  amply  able  to  care  for  them¬ 
selves  and  who  have  people  in  this  coun¬ 
try  who  belong  to  the  same  racial  group, 
who  are  immensely  wealthy  and  who,  if 
they  wish,  can  amply  take  care  of  the 
situation. 

Oh,  yes,  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Celler]  is  very,  very  generous.  He 
wants  to  give  away,  not  his  money — and 
he  may,  for  all  I  know,  give  away  half 
or  two-thirds  of  his  income — but  the 
money  of  the  taxpayers.  He  is  here 
voting  to  give  away  the  tax  dollars  for 
desirable  but  unnecessary  activities,  the 
expenditure  of  which,  abroad,  would  de¬ 
prive  mafiy  of  our  people  in  the  Midwest 
of  the  ability  to  live  decently. 

This  amendment  would  strike  $222,- 
000,  the  first  item,  which  is  to  be  spent 
for  an  educational  purpose.  The  other 
day  we  could  not  get  enough  money  to 
build  schools.  Here  we  provide  funds  for 
art — unwarranted — while  denying  our 
people  things  that  are  necessary  for 
Federal  aid  to  education.  They  could 
not  rally  enough  support  for  the  school 
bill.  Some  Members  are  always  want¬ 
ing  to  spend  someone  else’s  money. 
Why  not  take  the  $3  million,  or  what¬ 
ever  it  is,  and  add  it  to  a  few  other 
savings  to  take  care  of  the  schools  of 
this  country?  There  are  many  things 
in  the  hearings  for  which  this  appro¬ 
priation  would  be  used  that  are  all 
right.  There  are  some  of  them  that  are 
good  but  not  encessary.  This  is  to  strike 
one  single  item.  On  the  road  to  dis¬ 
astrous  bankruptcy  let  us  pause  and 
make  an  honest  effort  to  avoid  disaster. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  pending  amendment 
offered  by  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Hoffman]. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  should  be  noted  that 
during  the  course  of  the  entire  5-minute 
discussion  of  his  amendment  by  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  gentleman  from  Michigan 
(Mr.  Hoffman]  the  distinguished  gen¬ 
tleman  did  not  once  refer  to  the  language 


or  real  purpose  of  his  amendment.  His 
amendment  would  provide  that  no  part 
of  the  $3,525,000  in  Israeli  pounds  could 
be  used  for  grants  for  the  translation  of 
American  and  world  classics  into  the 
Hebrew  language.  Instead,  the  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  from  Michigan  used 
his  5  minutes  for  the  purpose  of  talking 
about  things  utterly  alien  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  his  amendment.  The  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  should  know  that  the 
Israeli  pounds  can  only  be  used  for  the 
purposes  stated  in  the  agreement  be¬ 
tween  the  State  of  Israel  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States  of  America, 
and  that  they  could  not  be  used  for  the 
purpose  of  education  in  the  United  States 
of  America.  He  knows  these  things.  He 
is  far  too  intelligent  and  too  capable  not 
to  know  them.  He  talks  of  education  in 
the  United  States  yet  only  the  week  be¬ 
fore  last  he  voted  to  kill  the  school  con¬ 
struction  bill. 

I  repeat  again,  the  distinguished  gen¬ 
tleman  never  once  mentioned  the  real 
purpose  of  his  amendment,  which  would 
bar  grants  for  the  translation  of  Amer¬ 
ican  and  world  classics  into  the  Hebrew 
language. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
a  preferential  motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Hoffman  moves  that  the  Committee 
do  now  rise  and  report  the  bill  back  to  the 
House  with  the  recommendation  that  the 
enacting  clause  be  stricken. 

(Mr.  HOFFMAN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
against  the  bill,  and  so  far  as  I  can  re¬ 
call,  I  have  never  offered  a  motion  of  this 
type  unless  I  wanted  to  follow  through 
with  my  vote.  That  has  not  always 
been  the  practice.  It  has  been  offered 
sometimes,  and  then  the  gentleman  of¬ 
fering  it  voted  the  other  way.  But,  that 
is  not  a  matter  of  my  concern.  I  just 
offered  this  one  not  only  to  put  the  mat¬ 
ter  before  the  House  and  give  the  House 
a  chance  to  strike  the  enacting  clause, 
but  to  correct  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Rooney].  If  he  does  not 
know  any  more  about  this  bill — and  of 
course  he  does — than  he  does  about  what 
I  said,  he"  better  get  a  course  of  instruc¬ 
tions. 

I  have  four  amendments  at  the  desk 
and  each  one  of  them  specifies  or  calls 
for  the  proviso  that  the  money  should 
not  be  used  for  the  purpose  stated  in 
each  one  of  the  statements  in  the  hear¬ 
ings,  and  about  the  first  thing  said  and 
the  last  thing  said  when  in  the  well  was 
to  state  why  support  was  for  the  amend¬ 
ment.  Do  you  get  it?  That  is  all  it 
does. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  yield  back  the  bal¬ 
ance  of  my  time. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  The  gentleman  did 
not  mention  translations  or  classics  on 
Hebrew.  I  hope  he  does  not  revise  his 
remarks  overnight  on  this.  I  do  not 
think  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
knows  the  first  thing  about  the  matter 
of  translation  of  American  and  world 
classics  into  the  Hebrew  language. 


12G50 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  You  are  absolutely 
right.  I  do  not.  And  I  have  no  desire 
to  know.  What  I  am  trying  to  do  is  to 
save  the  American  taxpayers  their  dol¬ 
lars  instead  of  spending  them  abroad 
on  programs  that  may  be  desirable  but 
not  essential.  The  gentleman  is  trying 
to  spend  dollars  overseas  where  they  do 
not  need  them,  when  we  need  them  des¬ 
perately  right  here. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  raise  a  point  of  or¬ 
der,  Mr.  Chairman.  The  gentleman 
from  Michigan  under  the  rules  of  the 
House  must  not  address  a  Member  of 
the  House  in  the  second  person.  The 
gentleman  said:  “You  are  trying  to 
spend  them.”  That  is  exactly  what 
everyone  heard  him  say. 

Mr.  BASS  of  Tennessee.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the  prefer¬ 
ential  motion. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to 
the  preferential  motion  because,  if  it 
should  be  carried,  it  will  have  the  effect 
of  striking  out  the  money  for  the  TVA. 
Yesterday  during  the  debate  on  the  bill, 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
TaeepJ  offered  an  amendment  which 
would  have  struck  out  around  $10  mil¬ 
lion  for  the  operation  of  the  TVA.  Well, 
I  regret  that  such  an  amendment  should 
have  come  before  the  House. 

However,  the  committee  in  its  good 
judgment  voted  not  to  accept  such  a  cut 
in  the  TVA  budget.  Since  the  original 
request  had  already  been  cut  by  some 
10  percent  they  felt  that  the  money  in 
the  bill  should  be  approved. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  learned  this  morn¬ 
ing  that  there  is  already  a  motion  pre¬ 
pared  to  recommit  this  bill  with  instruc¬ 
tions  to  strike  out  the  money  that  would 
have  been  taken  out  if  that  amendment 
had  prevailed.  Last  year  during  the 
campaign,  the  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States,  Mr.  Richard  Nixon,  came 
to  Tennessee.  I  have  always  assumed 
that  Mr.  Nixon  was  an  honorable  man. 
He  was  introduced  by  an  outstanding 
citizen  of  Tennessee  to  be  an  honorable 
man,  a  man  of  integrity,  a  man  whom 
we  could  believe.  In  his  speech  before 
the  people  of  Tennessee,  which  was 
televised  from  Nashville — which  I 
watched — Mr.  Nixon  promised  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  Tennessee  and  the  Tennessee 
Valley  that  should  the  present  admin¬ 
istration  be  returned  to  Washington 
they  could  be  assured  of  ample  funds 
for  the  proper  and  efficient  operation  of 
the  TVA.  Therefore,  this  morning,  I  di¬ 
rected  a  telegram  to  the  Vice  President 
of  the  United  States  requesting  him  to 
call  on  the  leadership  of  his  party  in  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  carry  out 
the  promise  that  he  made  on  behalf  of 
his  party  dining  that  campaign. 

August  7,  1957. 

Hon.  Richard  Nixon, 

Vice  President  of  the  United  States, 
Senate  Office  Building,  Washington, 

D.  C. 

During  the  campaign  of  1956,  I  recall  you 
promised  the  people  of  Tennessee  in  a  tele¬ 
vised  speech  in  Nashville  that  if  the  Re¬ 
publican  administration  of  President  Eisen¬ 
hower  should  be  returned  to  power  that  the 
TVA  could  be  assured  of  ample  funds  to  op¬ 
erate  that  great  agency.  It  is  now  apparent 
that  the  leaders  of  your  party  are  attempt¬ 
ing  to  deny  appropriations  for  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
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tlves.  I,  therefore,  urgently  request  that  you 
contact  leaders  of  your  party  In  the  House 
of  Representatives  urging  them  to  fulfill 
your  promise  and  support  funds  for  the  TVA 
in  the  supplemental  appropriation  bill  of 
1958  now  before  the  House. 

Ross  Bass, 

Representative .  Sixth  District,  Ten¬ 
nessee. 


I  noticed  during  the  debate  yesterday 
that  the  leader  when  the  Republicans 
had  control  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives,  the  gentleman  from  Indiana,  sup¬ 
ported  such  an  amendment,  even  though 
their  high  spokesman  for  his  party  dur¬ 
ing  the  campaign  had  promised  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  that  great  valley  that  the  funds 
would  be  ample  to  carry  out  the  proper 
operation  of  the  TVA. 

Now,  there  is  also  pending  before  the 
other  body  at  the  present  time  the  nomi¬ 
nation  of  Mr.  Arnold  Jones  to  be  a  Direc¬ 
tor  of  the  TVA.  Mr.  Arnold  Jones  is 
now  Deputy  Director  of  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget,  and  I  understand  a  promi¬ 
nent  Republican  from  the  State  of  Kan¬ 
sas.  I  feel  quite  sure  that  Mr.  Jones,  if 
he  becomes  a  Director  of  the  TVA,  would 
want  the  operation  of  that  great  agency 
to  continue  to  be  efficient  and  proper. 
I  therefore  directed  a  telegram  to  Mr. 
Arnold  Jones  this  morning  requesting 
him  to  contact  his  friends  on  the  Repub¬ 
lican  side  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives,  and  specifically  the  members  of  his 
State  delegation  of  Kansas,  and  insist 
that  they  support  the  TVA  and  vote 
against  any  motion  to  recommit  this  bill 
which  would  have  the  effect  of  taking 
those  funds  away  from  that  great  agency. 

August  7,  1957. 

Mr.  Arnold  R.  Jones, 

Deputy  Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
Executive  Office  Building,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.  C. 

I  have  just  been  informed  that  Republican 
leaders  of  the  House  of  Representatives  will 
attempt  to  have  appropriations  for  the  Ten¬ 
nessee  Valley  Authority  restricted  from  the 
Supplemental  Appropriation  Act  for  1958 
now  under  consideration  in  the  House. 
Realizing  that  you  have  been  nominated  by 
the  President  to  be  a  Director  of  the  TVA, 
I  know  you  will  be  vitally  interested  in  see¬ 
ing  that  the  TVA  has  sufficient  funds  for  its 
continued  efficient  operation.  I,  therefore, 
sincerely  request  that  you  immediately  con¬ 
tact  your  friends  in  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives,  particularly  those  from  your  home 
State  delegation  of  Kansas,  and  urge  them  to 
support  the  funds  requested  in  this  bill  for 
the  TVA. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Ross  Bass, 

Representative,  Sixth  District,  Ten¬ 
nessee. 


This  meager  amount  of  money  is  neu 
essary  to  rebuild  a  lock  that  is  obsolete 
one  that  is  not  doing  the  job  today,  on< 
that  is  not  capable  of  making  possibh 
the  proper  navigation  of  the  Tennesse* 
River,  and  is  therefore  restricting  or  pre¬ 
venting  the  proper  commercial  use  of  th< 
river  to  transport  goods  over  it  for  th< 
people  of  that  great  area  of  America 
I  certainly  hope  that  the  members  ol 
the  Republican  administration  and  th( 
mends  of  the  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States,  the  people  who  supporl 
fpo  icies  ?f  this  administration,  anc 

LLmIndSnf  Mr  Arnold  Jones,  who  wil 
become  a  Director  of  the  TVA  if  con¬ 


firmed  by  the  Senate,  will  not  support 
any  such  motion  to  strike  out  funds  for 
the  TVA  when  it  comes  before  the  House. 


NATIONAL  BENEFITS  OF  TVA 

Mr.  EVINS.  Mr.  Chairman,  on  yester¬ 
day  some  of  our  friends  on  the  Republi¬ 
can  side  indicated  that  there  had  been 
little  or  no  repayments  by  TVA  into  the 
Treasury  and  in  general  painted  a  very 
sorry  picture  with  respect  to  TVA’s  op¬ 
erations.  It  was  another  smear  job  and 
a  meat-ax  operation,  in  an  endeavor  to 
cut  funds,  not  for  power  operation,  but 
for  a  navigation  development. 

We  have  often  heard  the  cry  and  the 
statements  made  that  “we  are  not 
against  TVA,  we  are  just  against  its 
power  operations.”  Appropriations  on 
yesterday  which  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Taber]  endeavored  to  cut 
from  the  bill  were  funds  to  continue  con¬ 
struction  of  a  navigation  lock  on  the 
Tennessee  River  in  Alabama.  The  de¬ 
velopment  of  our  waterways  is  a  tradi¬ 
tional  responsibility  of  the  Congress  and 
work  in  this  area  is  not  dissimilar  or  any 
different  from  development  of  our  great 
waterways  throughout  the  Nation. 

This  effort,  which  is  conceived  in  en¬ 
mity  against  a  great  agency  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  has  twice  been  defeated.  It 
was  defeated  in  the  committee  and  it  was 
defeated  again  yesterday  on  the  floor.  I 
certainly  hope  that  the  motion  to  re¬ 
commit  will  not  prevail  and  that  this 
effort  will  again  be  decisively  defeated. 

Mr.  Chairman,  let  us  put  the  record 
straight  because  there  were  those  who 
attempted  to  confuse  and  to  becloud  the 
issue.  I  have  again  this  morning  checked 
with  TVA  officials  and  have  been  advised 
that  the  total  amount  paid  into  the 
Treasury  by  the  TVA  through  fiscal  year 
1956  is  $2161/2  millions — 7  times  more 
than  required  under  the  40-year  repay¬ 
ment  act.  Almost  one-quarter  of  a  bil¬ 
lion  dollars.  In  addition  the  TVA  has 
paid  off  all  its  bonded  indebtedness — the 
bonds  that  were  issued  in  the  early  days 
of  its  operation — some  $23  million.  The 
TVA  payout  period  by  statute  is  40  years 
whereas  in  most  of  our  great  public 
works  projects  the  statute  pi-ovides  for 
a  50-year  period.  The  act  calls  for  full 
repayment  of  the  power  investment  in  40 
years  and  TVA  is  far  in  advance  of  its 
scheduled  period  of  the  statutory  re¬ 
quirements  for  repayment. 

I  just  wanted  the  record  straight  on 
this,  Mr.  Chairman,  and  as  indicated  I 
have  not  only  checked  with  TVA  officials 
to  get  this  matter  straight  but  have  also 
had  this  fact  confirmed  by  officials  of  the 
Treasury  Department — that  these  funds 
have  been  paid  into  the  Treasury  and 
that  the  facts  I  have  have  been  con¬ 
firmed  as  accurate  and  correct. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  in  addition  to  the 
power  program  paying  its  way — paying 
out — there  are  many  other  benefits  to 
the  Nation  from  TVA  that  any  fair- 
minded  person  should  acknowledge  and 
recognize.  For  navigation  alone  last 
year  the  savings  from  flood  damage  in 
the  Chattanooga  area  was  estimated  to 
be  $66  million  and  the  total  dollar  sav¬ 
ings  by  the  system  of  flood-control  dams 
in  the  TVA  area  has  been  conservatively 
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estimated  in  the  amount  of  $135  million. 
In  less  than  10  years  since  the  system  has 
been  completed,  benefits  from  flood  con¬ 
trol  have  already  amounted  to  75  percent 
of  the  cost  in  dollars  and  cents  alone, 
not  counting  the  savings  of  lives. 

Concerning  some  of  the  navigation 
benefits  at  the  hearings  of  our  subcom¬ 
mittee  it  was  testified  that  total  savings 
to  shippers  on  this  navigable  stream 
through  the  calendar  year  1956  are  esti¬ 
mated  to  be  $116  million.  The  total  in¬ 
vestment  in  all  of  the  navigation  facili- 
ties  is  some  $158  million,  thus  the  savings 
to  date  on  the  navigation  investment  is  73 
percent  of  the  cost. 

Our  colleague,  the  gentleman  from 
Idaho  [Mr.  Budge],  on  yesterday  scur- 
rilously  referred  to  the  savings  to  ship¬ 
pers  as  subsidizing  shipping.  We  are  all 
interested  in  promoting  navigation  and 
commerce  and  business  and  if  freight 
from  the  Midwest,  automobiles  from  the 
North,  and  products  in  other  areas  of 
the  country  can  be  shipped  by  barge 
and  freight  at  lower  costs  to  the  manu¬ 
facturer,  savings  accorded  to  the  ship¬ 
pers  and  are  passed  on  to  the  consumers, 
and  this  should  not  be  condemned. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  addition  to  the  facts 
that  the  power  operations  of  TVA  are 
profitable  and  paying  out  and  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  benefits  from  flood  control _ 

and  we  can  only  wish  that  other  sections 
of  our  great  country  might  follow  the 
pattern  of  preventing  disastrous  floods 
as  we  have  been  able  to  control  the 
waters  in  the  Tennessee  Valley  area— 
and  in  addition  to  the  benefits  of  the 
navigation  feature  of  TVA’s  operations 
there  are  many  other  benefits— benefits 
in  savings  to  the  Federal  Government  in 
power  costs — as  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  takes  and  uses  56  percent  of  TVA’s 
entire  power  output.  The  savings  to  the 
Government  in  power  purchases  alone 
are  enormous. 

TVA’s  munitions  and  fertilizer  pro¬ 
gram  has  aided  American  agriculture 
and  brought  down  the  cost  of  fertilizer 
to  the  farmers  of  this  Nation.  The  TVA 
chemical  and  munitions  plants  have 
supplied  phosphorous  for  weapons  in 
time  of  war.  During  World  War  n,  the 
munitions  plant  supplied  66  percent  of 
the  phosphorous  required  for  the  chem¬ 
ical  warfare  service  and  during  the 
Korean  war  TVA  supplied  the  total 
phosphorous  requirements  for  our 
Armed  Forces. 

In  addition  to  the  power  savings  to  the 
Government  and  the  power  program 
paying  its  way  and  making  repayments 
into  the  Treasury  the  benefits  from 
navigation  and  flood  control,  agriculture 
and  munitions  for  defense,  there  are 
many  intangible  benefits — benefits  which 
cannot  be  measured  in  dollars  and  cents. 
These  include  the  progress  and  pros¬ 
perity  and  well-being  of  the  citizens  of 
a  great  section  of  our  country,  a  better 
standard  of  living  and  the  happiness  of 
our  people.  I  should  add  that  our  citi¬ 
zens  would  be  immensely  happy  if  these 
tirades  of  misrepresentation  were  ceased, 
against  a  great  agency  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  serving  the  public  interest. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  preferential  motion  offered  by  the 
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gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Hoff¬ 
man]. 

The  motion  was  rejected. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  inquire  from  the 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York,  or  someone  on 
the  committee  if  this  does  not  require  a 
direct  appropriation  from  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States  of  $3,525,000.  Does 
it  not  require  an  appropriation,  or  does 
this  come  out  of  the  Israeli  funds  that 
are  held  in  trust? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  This  does  without 
question  require  a  direct  appropriation 
in  order  that  these  Israeli  pounds  may  be 
withdrawn  from  the  United  States 
Treasury.  However,  there  is  nothing  un¬ 
usual  about  this.  This  is  done  in  many 
instances  by  the  Government,  for  one  in¬ 
stance,  in  connection  with  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  American  diplomatic  buildings 
abroad  by  the  use  of  foreign  currencies. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  thank 
the  gentleman. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  a  little  disturbed 
because  of  the  amount  of  money  we 
spend  in  our  International  Cooperation 
Administration  program,  I  believe  $65 
billion  in  the  last.  10  years  for  projects  in 
a  good  many  countries.  I  presume  the 
projects  as  listed  in  the  hearings  on 
pages  239  to  246,  are  the  type  of  projects 
that  apply  all  over  the  world. 

I  notice  one  project  for  water  desalt¬ 
ing  research.  I  thought  this  was  for  a 
cultural  program  of  some  kind. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  No,  this  is  a  scientific 
program  as  well.  This  is  all  authorized 
by  law. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  know 
that  in  this  country  requests  for  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  desalting  program  were 
cut  in  half.  It  seems  much  easier  to  get 
money  to  spend  in  foreign  countries 
than  to  spend  on  such  projects  in  this 
country. 

On  May  7  of  this  year  I  placed  in  the 
Record  the  amount  of  money  that  had 
been  spent  on  flood  control,  irrigation, 
and  drainage  projects  in  other  coun¬ 
tries  since  1948.  We  have  spent  $335 
million  in  46  countries  on  197  different 
projects.  Looking  at  the  authorization 
bill  for  ICA  this  year,  there  is  authori¬ 
zation  for  continued  appropriations  for 
that  work  of  millions  and  millions  of 
dollars.  It  is  not  easy  to  get  an  irrigation 
or  flood-control  project  in  this  country. 
They  come  easy  in  46  other  countries. 

In  this  country  when  we  want  to  get  a 
reclamation  project,  it  has  to  have  legis¬ 
lative  approval;  it  has  to  be  scrutinized 
by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  and  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior,  and  we  have 
a  good  deal  of  difficulty  in  getting 
projects  approved  in  Congress.  But  it  is 
not  so  in  connection  with  some  of  these 
foreign  projects.  They  have  no  one  to 
pass  upon  them.  From  the  ICA  records 
I  placed  in  the  Record  on  May  7,  you 
may  learn  we  have  spent  $335  million  on 
197  projects  in  46  countries,  and  there 
is  more  money  in  the  authorization  bill 
this  year  to  carry  on  and  develop  those 
projects  and  start  some  new  ones. 

The  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Evins]  placed  in  the  Record  yesterday, 
on  page  A6371,  the  amount  of  money  we 
are  spending  on  embassies  all  over  the 


world.  There  are  550  buildings  costing 
$200  million.  I  presume  the  Foreign 
Service  needs  them,  but  this  country 
needs  post  offices  in  every  State.  The 
Democrat  committee  refused  to  report 
out  for  consideration  the  lease-purchase 
bill  that  would  permit  communities  to 
build  post  offices.  It  is  hard  to  explain 
the  ease  that  money  is  spent  in  foreign 
countries  and  then  neglect  for  home 
projects. 

I  read  yesterday  the  Congress  will  not 
have  a  chance  to  vote  on  an  omnibus 
flood-control  bill  this  year.  I  ask  why? 
The  foreign  aid  bill  carries  millions  of 
dollars  for  flood-control  projects.  This 
country  is  to  suffer.  Is  it  for  political 
reasons  or  just  a  desire  to  save  money? 

I  am  convinced  that  the  taxpayers  of 
the  United  States  are  getting  a  little 
tired  of  putting  out  their  dollars,  65  bil¬ 
lion  of  them,  in  the  last  10  years,  for 
foreign  aid  of  this  type. 

Mr.  BUDGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  BUDGE.  Is  it  not  correct  that 
this  $3,500,000  appropriation  which  is 
now  before  the  House  is  in  addition  to 
all  of  the  other  programs  to  which  the 
gentleman  has  referred? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  That  is 
my  understanding;  it  is  in  addition  to 
what  we  are  already  doing.  I  think  it 
is  time  for  this  House  to  begin  to  cut  the 
corners  and  certainly  not  spend  money 
on  projects  similar  to  those  for  which  we 
fail  to  appropriate  money  here  at  home. 
Some  of  the  people  who  support  recla¬ 
mation  and  flood  control  all  over  the 
world  vote  against  similar  projects  right 
here  at  home. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  from  Nebraska  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Does  not  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Nebraska  realize  that  the  ap¬ 
propriation  which  is  presently  pending 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  has  the  approval  of  Presi¬ 
dent  Eisenhower,  his  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  his  State  Department,  and  the 
distinguished  officials  in  his  administra¬ 
tion? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  The  orig¬ 
inal  bill  did  not  call  for  direct  appro¬ 
priations.  I  say  again  it  is  time  to  relieve 
the  taxpayer  of  this  uncalled-for  ex¬ 
penditure. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  The  request  or  Presi¬ 
dent  Eisenhower  was  most  certainly  for 
a  direct  appropriation.  If  the  gentleman 
will  turn  to  page  18  of  the  printed  bill, 
he  will,  I  am  sure,  readily  note  this  fact. 

Mi\  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  we  ought  to 
look  at  this  question  from  a  common- 
sense  point  of  view.  The  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Rooney]  has  cer¬ 
tainly  made  out  a  strong  case.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Idaho  made  a  point  of 
order,  which  it  was  his  perfect  right 
to  do  under  the  rules  of  the  House,  and 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  made  the 
motion  to  restore  the  $3,575,000,  without 
the  proviso.  My  friend,  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan,  notice  I  say  my  friend 
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and  I  mean  it  [Mr.  Hoffman],  during 
his  remarks  referred  to  the  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Celler],  about  “crying  during  the  civil- 
rights  fight.  Well,  I  do  not  know  what 
purpose  the  gentleman  had  in  making 
such  a  remark,  but  I  do  not  know  of  any 
Member  who  was  fairer  in  the  com¬ 
mittee  while  the  civil-rights  bill  was 
before  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
than  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Celler],  He  treated  everyone  very 
fairly.  He  was  most  considerate.  I  do 
not  know  of  anyone  who  has  been 
fairer  while  a  bill  was  being  considered 
in  the  House  and  being  debated  than  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Celler], 
Good  friends  of  mine  from  the  south¬ 
land  came  and  said  to  me  that  while  they 
were  in  disagreement  with  him  on  his 
position,  they  appreciated  very  much  the 
fairness  shown  by  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Celler]. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to  my  colleague. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want 
to  join  in  the  remarks  of  the  distin¬ 
guished  majority  leader  about  the  fair¬ 
ness  of  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary.  He  gave  even  more 
time  to  the  opponents  of  the  legislation 
that  he  was  fighting  for  than  to  those 
who  favored  it.  I  think  throughout  the 
debate  the  gentleman  showed  every  ele¬ 
ment  c-f  fairness. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman,  as 
I  was  saying,  I  do  not  know  what  pur¬ 
pose  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  had 
in  injecting  that  remark  in  the  debate 
here,  but  it  seemed  to  me  to  be  rather 
extraneous  to  the  issue  at  hand.  But, 
certainly,  it  was  injected  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  emotionalizing.  It  seems  to  me 
the  conduct  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Yoi'k  [Mr.  Celler]  throughout  the  en¬ 
tire  debate  was  so  exemplary,  so  fair,  and 
so  considerate,  that  such  an  argument 
would  rebound  against  anyone  who  made 
that  kind  of  argument. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Having  referred 
to  the  gentleman,  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  was  not  talking 
about  the  fairness  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Celler].  What  I  was 
talking  about  was  the  fact  that  he  was 
crying  in  behalf  of  those  who  are  asking 
our  taxpayers  to  foot  the  bill  for  pro¬ 
grams  which  we  do  not  have  because  of 
our  inability  to  finance  them. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  understand  the 
gentleman’s  attitude. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Will  the  gentleman 
wait  a  moment,  if  he  yielded  to  me,  and 
if  he  did  not  yield,  why  then  that  is  all 
right  too. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  ask  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Celler]  to  do  a 
little  crying  for  the  people  in  the  Mid¬ 
west. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  understand 
that  and  I  understand  the  gentleman. 
I  appreciate  my  friend’s  state  of  mind 
and  I  can  interpret  it  very,  very  easily. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  coming  to  the 
amendment.  In  the  Middle  East  there 
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are  only  two  countries  that  we  can  de¬ 
pend  on.  We  can  depend  absolutely  on 
Israel.  If  it  was  Ireland  there — they  are 
friendly  to  the  United  States — I  would 
take  the  same  position.  But  the  other 
country  in  the  Middle  East  that  we  can 
rely  upon  with  some  degree  of  assurance 
and  reliability  is  Lebanon.  Now  with 
reference  to  the  other  countries  over 
there  in  what  we  call  the  Middle  East — 
Egypt  and  Syria — we  know  what  the  his¬ 
tory  is  of  the  current  events  there  and 
matters  that  are  currently  happening 
there. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to  my  colleague. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Just  for  the  purpose  of 
avoiding  any  misinterpretation,  the  gen¬ 
tleman  is  not  including  such  countries 
as  Greece,  Turkey,  and  Iran  when  he 
speaks  of  the  Middle  East? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  No. 

Mr.  JUDD.  They  are  sometimes  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  term  “Middle  East”  and 
I  want  to  make  sure  that  nobody  mis¬ 
understood  that. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  No;  I  am  talking 
about  the  Middle  East  and  confining 
myself  to  the  Middle  East,  as  we  under¬ 
stand  it  in  connection  with  the  events 
of  the  past  year.  It  seems  to  me  it  is 
in  the  national  interest  of  our  own 
country  that  this  amount  be  appropri¬ 
ated.  It  is  appropriated  for  purposes 
which  are  beneficial  to  us.  At  the  same 
time  those  purposes  are  beneficial  to  the 
people  of  Israel.  One  thing  is  certain: 
The  people  of  Israel  will  fight  for  their 
liberty.  One  thing  is  certain:  The  peo¬ 
ple  of  Israel  are  dedicated  to  liberty 
and  to  a  government  of  laws  and  not 
of  men. 

One  thing  is  certain,  if  the  chips  were 
down  Israel  is  the  one  country  we  could 
look  to  and  depend  upon  for  real  friend¬ 
ship  in  any  crisis  that  might  develop. 
It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  a  matter  of 
wisdom  on  our  part  and  consistent  with 
the  national  interest  of  our  own  coun¬ 
try  to  put  into  this  bill  this  appro¬ 
priation. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  take  this  time  to  ask 
the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  a  few 
questions,  because  I  think  the  back¬ 
ground  of  this  matter  needs  to  be  clari¬ 
fied. 


This  program  of  informational  medi 
guaranties  originated  in  the  origins 
Marshall  Plan  Act  in  1948  under  the  Re 
publican  80th  Congress,  did  it  not? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  The  gentleman  is  at 
solutely  correct. 

Mr.  JUDD.  It  was  then  refined  i 
certain  respects  and  included  in  th 
United  States  Information  and  Educa 
tional  Exchange  Act.  which  is  the  legis 
latiye  basis  of  the  Voice  of  America  ou 
various  Student  Exchange  program; 
That  is  correct,  is  it  not? 

^r'  ^T95?i5EY-  That  is  also  correct. 
JUDD  And  the  basis  reasonin 
thfj  fhlnd  the  establishment  o 

is  guaranty  program  by  the  Commit 

bv  the  ?onl1Sn  AffairS  and  its  adoptio. 
e£°ngress  was  this:  The  prooosa 

cial°rinfoiemnr  mittee  WaS  to  have  an  offl 
cial  inhumation  agency  through  whicl 


all  of  America’s  informational  and  edu¬ 
cational  activities  abroad  would  be  con¬ 
ducted.  I  remember  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Taber]  was  one  who 
very  strongly  opposed  some  of  the  col¬ 
lection  of  so-called  art  that  this  govern¬ 
ment  agency  proposed  to  send  overseas 
as  an  exhibition  of  American  artistic 
tastes  and  talents — and  I  think  he  quite 
properly  opposed  them.  So  the  argu¬ 
ment  was  this:  On  good  way  to  sell 
America  is  to  let  people  abroad  read  what 
we  read,  the  Readers’  Digest,  Time,  the 
Saturday  Evening  Post,  U.  S.  News  and 
World  Report,  and  whatever  other  mag¬ 
azines  or  books  we  read.  The  fact  that v 
they  are  published  proves  that  our  peo¬ 
ple  buy  them,  and,  therefore,  reveals  the 
interests  we  have.  Then  people  abroad 
will  find  out  what  we  truly  are  like  in¬ 
stead  of  having  to  depend  on  some  por¬ 
trayal  by  Government  bureaucrats. 

That  was  the  reason  for  this  program 
in  the  first  place.  We  said  to  the  book 
publishing  houses  and  magazine  pub¬ 
lishers  that  if  they  had  the  initiative  to 
go  out  and  sell  a  thousand  dollars  worth 
of  their  magazines  or  books  and  they 
got  inconvertible  Israeli  pounds  or 
Greek  drachmas,  or  Italian  lira,  or 
Japanese  yen,  whatever  it  was,  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  would  guarantee  to  convert 
those  foreign  currencies  into  United 
States  dollars.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  should  like  to  an¬ 
swer  the  gentleman  this  way,  and  I  as¬ 
sure  him  that  I  am  not  being  incon¬ 
sistent  with  my  present  position  and  the 
pending  amendment.  This  information¬ 
al  media  guaranty  program  has  already 
been  carried  on  to  the  extent  of  $51.5 
millions.  I  feel  that  every  item  in  this 
program  should  be  scanned  by  the  Con¬ 
gress  of  the  United  States,  and  that  is 
not  the  situation.  But  the  horse  has  al¬ 
ready  left  the  barn;  we  have  these 
Israeli  pounds  in  our  hands;  they  can 
only  be  used  for  the  purposes  agreed 
upon  between  the  United  States  and 
Israel,  and  it  is  just  good  commonsense 
at  this  time  that  we  use  them  for  the 
purposes  agreed  upon. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Let  me  proceed  further 
along  this  line.  The  question  before  us 
now  is  not  whether  we  should  have 
established  the  informational  guaranty 
program  in  1948.  The  fact  is  that  the 
program  was  set  up  by  the  Congress, 
signed  by  the  President,  and  put  into 
operation  wherever  arrangements  could 
be  worked  out.  The  reason  the  amount 
of  Israeli  currency  is  larger  than  any 
other  is  because  the  publishers  have  sold 
many  more  of  their  magazines  and 
books  in  Israel  than  in  any  other  coun¬ 
try  with  inconvertible  currency.  Those 
large  sales  were  perhaps  due  to  the  fact 
that  more  of  Israel’s  people  could  read 
English,  were  hungrier  for  knowledge, 
more  of  them  were  oriented  toward  the 
West,  and  they  had  fewer  books  or  li¬ 
braries  available.  Anyway  they  bought 
more  of  our  publications  and  paid  the 
publishers  for  them  with  their  pounds, 
which  the  Treasury  converted  into  dol¬ 
lars  as  authorized  by  law.  Let  me  ask 
this  question:  These  Israeli  pounds  are 
in  the  Treasury  because  we  already 
bought  them  once  with  American  dol¬ 
lars  in  order  to  give  the  dollars  to  the 
publishers;  so  what  we  are  proposing  to 


do  now  is  to  buy  them  again,  but  this 
time  we  do  not  buy  them  from  the  pub¬ 
lishers;  this  time  we  buy  them  from  the 
United  States  Treasury;  this  time  we 
buy  them  from  ourselves. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  The  gentleman  is  sub¬ 
stantially  correct. 

Mr.  JUDD.  All  we  are  doing  is  buying 
them  from  one  agency  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  the  Treasury,  and  turning  them 
over  to  another  agency  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  the  State  Department,  to  spend 
for  educational,  scientific,  and  cultural 
purposes  agreed  upon  by  our  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  Government  of  Israel. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  The  pending  appro¬ 
priation  would  be  merely  a  bookkeeping 
transaction. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Yes.  We  bought  these 
pounds  from  the  publishers  in  the  first 
instance  and  they  are  now  lying  idle 
in  the  Treasury.  By  agreement,  they  can 
be  used  for  no  other  purpose  than  the 
effectuation  of  this  program.  So  when 
we  take  dollars  from  one  Government 
pocket,  buy  these  pounds  from  another 
pocket,  and  put  the  dollars  in  the  other 
pocket,  it  is  not  costing  us  a  dime.  The 
Government  still  has  the  dollars  and  we 
can  then  use  the  pounds  to  give  needed 
assistance  to  an  important  and  valued 
friend.  Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  could  not  have  ex¬ 
pressed  the  situation  better  myself  and 
thank  the  gentleman  for  his  valuable 
contribution. 

Mr.  COUDERT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  the  requisite  number  of 
words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like  to  add  a 
few  words  to  the  excellent  statement 
made  by  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota 
in  describing  the  origin  and  history  of 
the  item  that  is  now  before  us.  I  should 
like  to  add  simply  that  the  Israeli  pro¬ 
gram  is  not  unique.  It  is  one  of  15  or 
20  international  agreements.  It  is  not 
even  unique  in  the  fact  that  the  use  <?f 
the  funds  is  limited  to  cultural,  scien¬ 
tific,  and  educational  purposes.  There 
are  3  or  4  other  countries,  including 
Pakistan,  Indonesia,  and  Burma,  with 
whom  we  have  similar  agreements, 
which  are  generating  local  currency  that 
can  only  be  used  for  scientific,  cultural, 
and  educational  purposes,  or  such  other 
purposes  as  both  governments  agree 
upon.  I  have  no  doubt  there  will  be 
requests  to  use  local  funds  in  the  same 
way  later  in  those  other  countries. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  yield? 

Mr.  COUDERT.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Is  it  not  a  fact,  I  ask 
the  gentleman  from  New  York,  that  if 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  in  its  judg¬ 
ment  should  turn  down  the  pending 
amendment  to  this  supplemental  appro¬ 
priation  bill  today,  it  would  be  a  slap  in 
the  eye,  so  to  speak,  to  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  the  Secretary  of  State, 
and  the  Government  and  the  people  of 
Israel? 

Mr.  COUDERT.  At  least,  it  would  be 
a  disregard  of  an  international  agree¬ 
ment  which  the  United  States  has  be¬ 
come  party  to,  because  we  have  made 
two  agreements  and  it  is  out  of  these 
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agreements  that  this  request  for  an 
appropriation  comes. 

Mr.  BUDGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COUDERT.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  BUDGE.  I  will  ask  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York  if  it  is  not  correct 
that  under  the  present  parliamentary 
situation  the  appropriation  of  the  $314 
million  would  be  made  from  the  general 
fund  of  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States,  then  if  the  State  Department  de¬ 
cided  to  use  counterpart  funds  it  could, 
but  there  would  be  no  requirement  that 
the  dollars  not  be  used,  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  New 
York  yield? 

Mr.  COUDERT.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  In  answer  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Idaho  I  should  like  to  re¬ 
peat  once  again  that  while  the  language 
of  my  amendment  is  for  a  direct  appro¬ 
priation,  under  no  circumstances  would 
the  administration — I  have  to  give  them 
credit  for  some  commonsense — take  the 
$3.5  millions  and  spend  the  dollars 
abroad  when  we  have  $4.8  millions  in 
Israeli  funds  right  now.  That  is  just 
commonsense. 

Mr.  COUDERT.  The  fact  of  the  mat¬ 
ter  is  that  the  only  way  this  treaty 
agreement  program  can  be  carried  out  is 
by  the  use  of  Israeli  pounds.  So  this 
appropriation  must  necessarily  buy 
Israeli  pounds.  What  the  gentleman 
from  New  York,  chairman  of  the  sub¬ 
committee,  is  saying  is  that  Israeli 
pounds  presently  available  and  other¬ 
wise  useless  to  the  United  States  Treas¬ 
ury  would  be  used.  It  is  absurd  to  sug¬ 
gest  that  the  Government  would  go  out 
and  buy  new  Israeli  pounds.  I  think 
the  House  has  a  right  to  assume  that 
the  administration  will  use  the  pounds 
now  in  its  possession  to  carry  out  this 
appropriation. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  -consent  that  all  debate  on 
the  pending  amendment  and  all  amend¬ 
ments  thereto  close  in  20  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  re¬ 
serving  the  right  to  object,  I  have  3  other 
amendments  to  the  gentleman’s  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
that  all  debate  on  the  pending  artiend- 
ment  and  all  amendments  thereto  close 
in  30  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey 
[Mr.  Canfield]. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  sup¬ 
ported  the  Eisenhower  doctrine  when 
that  issue  was  before  the  House  some 
weeks  ago,  and  I  dislike  to  contemplate 
the  reaction  of  an  adverse  vote  by  the 
House  today  on  the  Eisenhower  doctrine 
in  the  Middle  East.  We  helped  to  create 
the  State  of  Israel,  and  Secretary  of 
State  Dulles  has  repeatedly  emphasized 


the  preservation  of  Israel  as  part  of  the 
■  foreign  policy  of  the  United  States. 

Now,  what  are  the  criteria  for  the  items 
in  this  bill  we  are  now  considering? 

First.  Each  project  is  calculated  to 
create  closer  ties  between  the  United 
States  and  Israel. 

Second.  Each  project  is  planned  to 
permit  it  to  be  financed  entirely  in  local 
currency. 

Third.  Each  project  provides  some 
specific  new  service  or  facility,  not  merely 
budgetary  support.  This  was  believed 
necessary  both  to  maximize  the  impact 
of  the  proposed  expenditures  and  to 
avoid  future  claims  for  assistance  to 
maintain  operations. 

Fourth.  The  program  as  a  whole  is  de¬ 
signed  to  reduce  administrative  problems 
and  expenses  to  the  absolute  minimum. 
Through  use  of  United  States  grants,  the 
total  administrative  cost  has  been  kept 
well  below  1  percent. 

Fifth.  The  program  as  a  whole  is  de¬ 
signed  to  appeal  to  all  major  social 
groupings  within  Israel. 

Sixth.  The  geographic  distribution  of 
the  projects  was  taken  into  consideration 
to  reach  as  many  people  as  possible. 

The  programed  proposals  listed  repre¬ 
sent  an  agreement  between  our  country 
and  the  State  of  Israel,  which  has  dem¬ 
onstrated  its  courage  and  love  of  free¬ 
dom  so  forcefully. 

Now,  let  me  tell  you  about  some  of  the 
projects  in  the  bill.  One  is  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  little  YMCA  in  Nazareth. 
Somehow  or  other  that  word  “Nazareth” 
registers  with  me.  The  cost  of  the  struc¬ 
ture  is  estimated  to  be  $27,000.  It  is  to 
provide  a  new  building  for  the  YMCA  in 
Nazareth  under  American  and  Cana¬ 
dian  auspices.  While  the  organization 
is  already  carrying  on  useful  work  in 
Nazareth  among  the  Arab  population,  it 
is  believed  its  influence  would  be  mate¬ 
rially  increased  if  it  had  more  suitable 
quarters  at  its  disposition.  This  would 
help  it  to  combat  the  influence  of  the 
Communist  elements  which  are  active  in 
that  area. 

Now,  here  is  another  item  for  $7,000. 
It  is  for  the  Israel  Foundation  for  Infan¬ 
tile  Paralysis.  The  means  to  transport 
those  crippled  by  infantile  paralysis  to 
and  from  rehabilitation  centers  and  edu¬ 
cational  institutions  is  needed  by  the 
foundation.  The  bus  would  also  be  used 
to  transport  books  and  other  equipment 
to  the  crippled  who  live  at  a  distance 
from  the  foundation.  American  assist¬ 
ance  would  thus  sei’ve  both  humanita¬ 
rian  and  educational  purposes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  if  the  limitation  on  de¬ 
bate  were  not  so  restrictive,  I  could  de¬ 
scribe  other  projects  which  cannot  but 
help  us  meet  the  Communist  challenge 
in  the  Middle  East  and  prove  to  the  little 
Republic  of  Israel  our  friendship  is  well 
founded,  and  we  are  not  repudiating  our 
agreements. 

(Mr.  CANFIELD  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  Roosevelt]. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Mr.  Chairman,  an 
attempt  has  been  made  today  to  insin¬ 
uate  that  to  vote  these  funds  would  mean 


that  there  would  be  less  money  for 
worthy  projects  within  the  United 
States.  We  all  know,  of  course,  that  that 
is  not  so.  This  money  has  been  collected 
pursuant  to  an  agreement,  a  valid,  bind¬ 
ing  agreement  between  our  Government 
and  the  Government  of  Israel.  The 
money  cannot  be  used  for  anything  else. 
Therefore,  to  distort  the  facts  or  to  try  to 
make  people  vote  against  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Rooney]  on  the  ground  that  we 
ought  to  spend  the  money  at  home  for 
worthy  projects  simply  begs  the  question. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like  to  associ¬ 
ate  myself  with  the  distinguished  ma¬ 
jority  leader  [Mr.  McCormack],  and  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Celler], 
and  others  who  have  made  clear  that 
Israel  is  one  of  our  best  friends  if  not 
our  very  best  friend  in  the  Middle  East. 
But  I  think  it  is  important  to  keep  the 
record  absolutely  straight.  We  cannot 
do  anything  else  with  this  money?  Why 
not  put  it  to  the  good  uses  which  have 
been  described?  And  after  a  reading  of 
the  various  projects,  how  can  any  of  us 
have  any  question  that  these  are  worthy 
projects  which  will  sustain  our  friend¬ 
ship  with  this  great  country  in  the 
Middle  East? 

Mr.  LAIRD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman. 

Mr.  LAIRD.  I  understood  the  gentle¬ 
man  to  say  that  this  money  could  not  be 
used  for  any  other  purpose.  I  do  not 
think  that  is  correct.  According  to  the. 
agreement  the  money  can  be  used  for 
other  purposes  providing  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States  and  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Israel  agree. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  That  is  quite  true. 
But  I  think  the  gentleman  will  agree 
that  the  Government  of  Israel  is  not  go¬ 
ing  to  agree  to  spend  this  money  for  a 
dam  in  his  district  or  a  dam  in  my  dis¬ 
trict  or  any  project  not  connected  with 
the  joint  welfare  of  Israel  and  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  LAIRD.  No,  but  there  are  other 
worthy  expenses  which  the  United  States 
Government  is  presently  incurring  in 
Israel  for  which  these  funds  could  be 
used  and  to  which  Israel  should  readily 
agree. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Under  this  agree¬ 
ment  between  the  two  governments  this 
money  is  to  be  put  to  the  best  uses,  which 
would  be  arrived  at  between  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Israel  and  the  Government  of 
the  United  States.  Mr.  Rooney’s  amend¬ 
ment  is  of  great  importance  and  I  urge 
its  adoption  without  crippling  additions. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Dawson]. 

(Mr.  DAWSON  of  Utah  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend 
his  remarks.) 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Utah.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  am  not  a  member  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Foreign  Affairs  or  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations.  But  I  am  very 
much  disturbed  by  what  I  read  in  the 
Congressional  Record  this  morning  as 
to  how  these  funds  are  to  be  spent.  And 
I  am  one  who  has  supported  the  foreign 
aid  program.  But  I  am  here  to  tell  you 
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now  that  if  we  ago  along  with  this  type 
of  expenditure,  we  are  going  to  be  in 
difficulty  for  surely  if  we  are  to  remain 
friendly  with  other  foreign  nations  they 
too  are  going  to  demand  the  same  hand¬ 
outs. 

Let  us  just  consider  a  few  of  these 
items,  so  that  we  will  all  go  into  this 
matter  with  our  eyes  open  and  know 
,  what  we  are  spending  the  money  for. 
The  gentleman  from  Nebraska,  Dr. 
Miller,  mentioned  the  desalting  pro¬ 
gram.  OUr  Committee  on  the  Interior 
has  undertaken  a  program  to  investigate 
the  desalting  of  seawater  and  had  our 
request  for  an  appropriation  substan¬ 
tially  cut.  And  yet  here  we  come  along 
with  $111,000  to  give  to  Israel  to  carry 
on  a  program  that  duplicates  what  we 
are  undertaking  here  in  this  country. 

Let  us  turn  to  a  few  of  these  items 
for  which  we  are  spending  the  money. 
Here  is  one  for  $30,556  to  be  given  to 
Pardess  Katz  Maabarah.  That  is  to 
construct  and  equip  a  nursery.  The 
justification  for  this  request  is  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

The  operation  of  nurseries  for  underpriv¬ 
ileged  children  and  orphans  is  carried  on 
by  the  Agudath  Israel  Organization.  The 
construction  of  a  nursery  would  not  only 
be  a  worthwhile  humanitarian  activity  but 
would  appeal  strongly  to  an  influential 
group  in  Israel. 

I  do  not  know  who  the  influential 
group  is.  And,  mind  you,  I  have  the  ut¬ 
most  respect  and  admiration  for  Israel. 
I  want  to  see  them  get  along.  But  I 
would  suggest  that  if  we  are  going  to 
give  money  to  foreign  nations  for  nurs¬ 
eries,  Boy  Scouts,  school  construction, 
infantile  paralysis,  club  houses,  artist 
villages,  law  libraries,  summer  camps, 
concert  halls,  YMCA  buildings,  and  al¬ 
most  every  other  welfare  project  un¬ 
der  the  sun  abroad,  we  had  better  be 
prepared  to  do  the  same  for  our  own 
people  here  at  home.  It  is  hard  to  argue 
against  such  charitable  projects  but  just 
remember  the  American  taxpayer  is  fur¬ 
nishing  the  cash.  Many  people  would 
like  help  on  all  of  these.  I  have 
never  read  a  list  of  projects  which  was 
so  comprehensive  and  included  so  much 
of  everything  as  I  read  in  the  Congres¬ 
sional  Record  this  morning  and  I  would 
urge  every  Member  once  again  to  get 
hold  of  the  Record  of  yesterday  and  read 
the  statement  inserted  therein  by  the 
gentleman  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Budge],  as 
to  how  this  money  is  to  be  spent. 

Then  if  you  can  conscientiously  go 
home  to  your  people  and  tell  them  that 
you  voted  for  projects  of  this  kind,  and 
defend  your  position,  you  are  welcome  to 
do  it.  I  for  one  cannot  do  it.  Notwith¬ 
standing  the  fact  that  I  have  been  for 
foreign  aid,  I  cannot  go  for  this  type  of 
thing.  I  have  supported  foreign  aid 
where  it  was  desirable  for  the  protection 
of  America’s  interests,  particularly  mili¬ 
tary  aid,  but  when  it  comes  to  a  matter 
of  spending  our  American  taxpayers’ 

,  ,a/s  for  a  worldwide  welfare  program 
of  the  type  contemplated  in  this  mea- 
\  ™ust  dl'aw  the  line.  We  simply 
we  3?*™  th® .  resources,  nor  should 
undent  lf  WG  dld  have’  t0  attempt  to 
o?thiMvLa  SOClal  betterment  program 
as  T  st  ^  ^  countries  abroad.  I  have, 
as  I  stated,  the  utmost  admiration  for 


Israel  and  desire  to  keep  their  friendship, 
but  I  would  oppose  such  a  program  as 
this  in  any  country  for  which  it  is  pro¬ 
posed.  It  is  wrong  in  principle  and  if 
continued  would  not  only  result  in  in¬ 
creasing  the  inflationary  pressures  in 
this  country  but  result  in  bankruptcy. 
Now  is  the  time  to  take  a  stand,  not 
only  on  this  measure,  but  whenever 
similar  measures  for  welfare  assistance 
to  other  countries  come  before  us. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Jones  1 . 

(Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  have  supported  foreign  aid  on 
many  occasions.  Each  year  I  have  voted 
for  reductions  in  this  program  with  the 
hope  the  need  may  be  eliminated.  My 
confidence  in  the  foreign-aid  program 
becomes  weaker  every  year.  It  is  things 
such  as  this  that  are  going  to  cause 
everyone  to  lose  not  only  their  confi¬ 
dence  in  the  program,  but  thfiir  respect 
for  anyone  connected  with  originating 
and  approving  programs  such  as  this. 

If  you  read  this  list,  it  seems  to  me  we 
are  making  an  appropriation  for  the 
Israeli  Community  Chest,  and  we  are 
letting  them  decide  how  they  are  going 
to  spend  the  money.  We  are  appropriat¬ 
ing  money  here  for  Hoy  Scouts,  the 
YMCA,  the  Young  Men’s  Hebrew 
Association,  the  Young  Women’s  Hebrew 
Association,  and  a  camp  for  underprivi¬ 
leged  children,  among  many  other 
worthwhile  activities  that  should  be  car¬ 
ried  on,  but  not  through  public  funds. 

Frankly,  I  cannot  support  any  bill  that 
is  going  to  include  things  like  this.  If 
you  are  going  to  include,  and  if  we 
knew  that  every  bit  of  our  foreign-aid 
money  was  going  for,  items  such  as  are 
included  in  this  bill,  I  could  not  vote 
for  any  more  of  it  at  all.  I  know  there 
are  places  where  we  need  foreign  aid, 
and  I  want  to  do  everything  we  can  to 
strengthen  our  position  in  the  world, 
but  these  are  things  that  destroy  our 
confidence  in  the  people  that  are  ad¬ 
ministering  this  program. 

I  have  many  friends  who  are  Jews. 

I  have  contributed  to  their  organizations 
at  various  times  and  expect  to  continue 
to  do  so.  But  I  know  we  have  members 
of  the  Jewish  race  and  others  who  are 
glad  to  contribute  to  the  Boy  Scout 
movement  in  Israel,  the  YMCA  in 
Israel,  and  the  underprivileged  children 
in  Israel.  Those  are  things  that  should 
be  carried  on  by  personal  donation,  not 
even  by  appropriation  by  the  State  of 
Israel,  and  certainly  not  by  the  United 
States  Government  to  be  used  in  any 
foreign  country. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Budge]. 

Mr.  BUDGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  first  I 
should  like  to  make  it  clear  that  when 
I  made  the  point  of  order  against  this 
section  I  made  it  to  the  entire  section. 
It  was  not  just  limited  to  the  use  of 
Israeli  pounds.  Israeli  pounds  can  be 
used  for  other  things,  such  as  the  ex¬ 
penses  of  the  United  States  Government 
in  Israel.  I  would  be  against  it  even 
though  it  were  an  expenditure  of 


Israeli  pounds.  By  the  same  token,  I 
am  more  opposed  to  it  in  its  present 
form  because  it  is  a  direct  appropriation 
from  the  general  fund  of  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States. 

This  is  not  the  first  time  this  identical 
program  has  been  before  the  Congress. 
Last  year  when  an  appropriation  bill 
passed  the  House  and  then  reached  the 
other  body,  that  body  in  its  wisdom  at¬ 
tached  a  program  almost  identical  with 
this  one.  The  bill  went  to  conference, 
and  I  am  assuming  the  House  conferees 
were  not  in  agreement  with  such  a  pro¬ 
gram  at  that  time  because  when  the  bill 
came  out  of  conference  these  items  were 
eliminated. 

I  have  no  animosity  toward  the  State 
of  Israel  at  all.  I  would  oppose  the  ap¬ 
propriation  of  funds  for  the  Boy  Scouts, 
for  YMCA’s,  for  youth  hostels,  for  club- 
rooms,  for  the  building  of  ceramic  kilns, 
and  all  the  rest  of  the  things  that  are 
in  this  bill,  if  they  were  to  be  done  in 
the  United  States  of  America.  I  do  not 
feel  that  it  is  a  proper  expenditure  of  the 
Federal  Government.  Apparently  the 
majority  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States  agree,  because  none  of  the  things 
that  are  called  for  in  this  appropriation 
have  ever  been  appropriated  for  in  the 
United  States.  We  do  not  appropriate 
for  the  Boy  Scouts  of  America,  we  do 
not  appropriate  for  youth  hostels,  we  do 
not  appropriate  for  choir  organizations. 
When  we  do  not  do  it  in  our  own  country, 
I  see  no  reason  for  doing  it  in  Israel  or 
any  other  place  on  the  globe. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Utah.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BUDGE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Utah.  The  statement 
was  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  [Mr.  Roosevelt]  that  this  was  not 
going  to  cost  the  taxpayers  of  this  coun¬ 
try  any  money.  Is  that  a  correct  state¬ 
ment? 

Mr.  BUDGE.  In  mV  judgment,  the 
language  of  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Rooney]  speaks  for  itself;  this  is  a  di¬ 
rect  appropriation  out  of  the  general 
fund  of  the  Treasury,  with  no  limitation 
as  to  its  use. 

I  hope  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  will  be  de¬ 
feated,  because  it  is  a  direct  appropria¬ 
tion  out  of  the  Treasury,  it  is  not  lim¬ 
ited  to  the  use  of  Israeli  pounds.  The 
money  can  be  used,  the  dollars  can  be 
spent,  which  is  exactly  the  language  of 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York.  It  is  a  direct  appropria¬ 
tion  out  of  the  general  fund  of  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr 
Yates], 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
support  of  the  Rooney  amendment.  I 
am  opposed  to  the  amendments  to  the 
Rooney  amendment  which  have  been 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

If  the  United  States  has  one  good 
friend  in  the  Middle  East,  it  is  Israel, 
and  that  nation,  fashioned  after  our 
own,  deserves  our  help  and  good  will. 
The  items  contained  in  this  appropria¬ 
tion  will  help  build  that  nation  and  con¬ 
tribute  markedly  to  its  scientific,  cul¬ 
tural,  and  educational  progress.  While 
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I  do  not  Relieve  that  I  would  have 
selected  all  of  the  items  that  are  listed 
on  page  239  and  the  following  pages  of 
the  hearings,  the  fact  remains  that  they 
have  been  negotiated  between  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  Governments  of  Israel 
and  of  the  United  States  in  accordance 
with  an  agreement  between  the  nations. 
They  must  be  approved  or  the  entire 
agreement  will  have  to  be  renegotiated. 

It  should  be  made  clear,  too,  that 
Israel  is  only  one  of  many  nations  which 
are  participating  in  the  IMG  program. 
This  is  a  program  which  was  developed 
many  years  ago  under  ECA  and  perhaps 
the  time  has  come  to  reexamine  its 
worth.  Striking  the  item  under  con¬ 
sideration  will  not  serve  as  a  reexamina¬ 
tion  of  that  program.  Rather,  it  will  be 
a  repudiation  of  an  understanding 
reached  between  our  Government  and 
the  Government  of  Israel.  It  will  not 
eliminate  or  alter  the  IMG  program  in 
any  respect. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  the  better  part  of 
wisdom  the  these  funds  be  used  for  the 
beneficient  purposes  to  which  this  ap¬ 
propriation  is  directed.  I  believe  the 
Rooney  amendment  should  be  adopted. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
Gross]. 

(Mr.  GROSS  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  the 
gentleman  from  Utah  has  indicated,  it 
does  not  make  any  difference  how  thick 
or  how  thin  you  slice  it,  this  $3,500,000 
will  come  out  of  the  United  States  Trea¬ 
sury  and  the  pockets  of  American  tax¬ 
payers.  And  if  you  pass  this  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Rooney],  what  are  you  going  to  say 
to  the  other  nations  of  the  Middle  East 
when  they  come  in  and  want  their  share 
of  this  kind  of  boondoggling?  That  is 
what  you  are  going  to  be  up  against. 
Every  country  in  the  Middle  East  will 
have  the  same  right  to  come  in  and  say, 
“Give  us  the  same  thing.”  And  you  will 
not  be  able  to  deny  it. 

Now  how  did  this  boondoggle  get 
started?  It  is  based  upon  what  is  called 
the  Information  Media  Guarantee  Pro¬ 
gram.  The  guarantee  is  to  the  people 
who  supply  the  publications,  news¬ 
papers,  books  and  magazines  and  so  on 
and  so  forth.  And  the  list  constitutes  a 
blue  book  of  the  publishers  of  the  United 
States  who  have  to  date  been  subsidized 
to  the  time  of  approximately  $51  mil¬ 
lion.  In  other  words,  publishers  who 
have  sold  their  books,  magazines,  etc., 
to  Israel  and  other  foreign  countries  are 
guaranteed  they  will  get  American  dol¬ 
lars  and  the  foreign  currencies  become 
counterpart  funds.  How  did  this  thing 
get  starter?  In  the  hearings,  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Preston] 
tried  to  find  out.  I  quote  from  page  226 
of  the  hearings: 

Mr.  Preston.  Who  gave  birth  to  this  idea 
originally;  do  you  know? 

Mr.  Beers — 

I  do  not  know  whether  Mr.  Beers  is 
from  the  State  Department,  the  ICA,  or 
USIA,  or  some  other  international  out¬ 
fit  whose  first  concern  seems  to  be  the 
welfare  of  foreigners. 


But  the  answer  is : 

Mr.  Beers.  I  presume  it  was  proposed  in 
connection  with  the  guaranty  provision  be¬ 
ing  discussed  on  the  Hill  perhaps  by  private 
interests.  We  have  never  been  able  to  really 
pin  it  down  in  the  legislative  history.  It 
appeared  during  the  course  of  committee 
hearings. 

Now  who  did  give  birth  to  this  idea? 
You  can  read  the  hearings  on  this  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  end  and  you  will  not  find 
out.  Let  me  add  this  one  thought  in 
the  short  time  that  I  have:  Congress 
is  again  being  called  on  to  finance 
agreements  made  by  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment  without  consultation  with  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  House  and  Senate  who  are 
supposed  to  control  the  purse  strings. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  taxpayers  of  this 
country  have  sufficient  burdens  without 
loading  upon  them  the  costs  of  support¬ 
ing  symphony  orchestras,  bar  associa¬ 
tions,  cultural  centers,  artists  villages, 
and  a  host  of  similar  projects  in  Israel 
or  any  other  foreign  area. 

I  am  opposed  to  the  amendment  by 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  and  I  am 
opposed  to  other  provisions  of  this  bill 
which  involves  the  spending  of  some 
$l1/2  billion.  The  people  of  the  District 
in  Iowa  which  I  have  the  privilege  to 
represent  cannot  forever  stand  the  pres¬ 
sure  of  the  waste  and  ^boondoggling  that 
is  a  part  of  altogether  too  many  of 
these  appropriation  bills. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey 
[Mr.  Kean], 

Mr.  KEAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  never 
have  felt  that  any  Member  of  Congress 
has  any  justification  for  appropriating 
our  taxpayers’  money  for  welfare  work 
in  any  foreign  country.  But  this  is  not 
such  an  appropriation.  This  is  an  ap¬ 
propriation,  in  fact,  of  Israeli  pounds 
which  our  Treasury  holds  for  these  spe¬ 
cific  purposes  under  an  agreement  with 
Israel.  So  I  support  this  amendment. 
I  have  been  in  contact  on  several  occa¬ 
sions  in  the  past  year  with  Mr.  Bernard 
Katzen,  representing  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment  on  this  matter.  I  know  of  the 
very  conscientious  and  careful  studies  he 
has  made  of  how  to  use  these  funds  in 
ways  which  would  be  for  the  best  inter¬ 
ests  of  the  people  of  Israel  and  of  the 
United  States.  These  Israeli  pounds 
can  only  be  used  for  this  type  of  purpose 
under  the  agreement  with  Israel.  The 
agreement  should  be  carried  out  and  the 
amendment  should  be  adopted. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Hoffman]  is  recog¬ 
nized. 

(Mr.  HOFFMAN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  we 
may  have  no  difficulty  in  conceding  that 
Israel  is  our  best  friend  among  other 
nations  of  the  Mideast,  but  that  has 
nothing  to  do  with  this  appropriation 
bill. 

The  logic  of  some  of  the  supporters 
of  the  Rooney  amendment  seems  to  be  a 
little  faulty.  For  example,  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California  [Mr.  Roosevelt], 
said  that  the  money  involved  cannot  be 
used  for  anything  else.  If  that  be  true, 
why  this  legislation?  There  is  no  ques¬ 


tion  but  that  we  are  unable  to  make 
appropriations  and  pay  for  enterprises 
of  this,  that,  and  the  other  kind  all  over 
the  world,  but  if  you  looked  at  the  adver¬ 
tisement  of  the  Latex  Corp.  in  the  local 
paper  this  morning  you  certainly  would 
know  that  we  are  approaching  the  day 
when  ruinous  inflation  will  be  with  us 
and  we  will  all  be  sorry  that  we  appro¬ 
priated  so  much  money  on  things  we 
could  do  without.  No  one  would  oppose 
many  of  the  projects  if  we  had  the 
money.  But  we  just  do  not  have  it  and 
our  own  people  are  in  need.  They  asked 
for  schools  here  in  America.  We  heard 
that  day  after  day,  how  our  own  people 
were  suffering  from  lack  of  education; 
and  what  do  we  do?  We  appropriate  for 
chairs  in  five  universities  abroad. 

That  is  not  all;  they  have  an  item  here 
for  $65,000  for  a  cultural  bridge.  I  sug¬ 
gest  to  the  gentleman  who  are  interested 
in  a  bridge  here  in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  and 
the  gentleman  from  Maryland,  that  they 
build  themselves  a  bridge  across  the  Po¬ 
tomac  before  they  prevail  on  Congress  to 
build  a  cultural  bridge  over  there  with 
money  we  do  not  have. 

Talk  about  civil  rights.  What  about 
the  right  to  work?  In  one  industry  in 
Detroit  at  the  moment  there  are  119,000 
good,  decent,  honest  Americans  out  of 
jobs;  ypt  instead  of  spending  this 
money  here  in  America  giving  employ¬ 
ment  we  are  spending  more  than  $3  mil¬ 
lion  abroad.  What  should  come  first? 
How  are  we  to  explain  those  things  to 
your  folks  back  home?  I  cannot  ex¬ 
plain  them  to  my  people.  Not  to  their 
satisfaction. 

That  is  the  situation  all  the  time.  In 
this  bill  there  are  items  for  another  gal¬ 
lery  for  artists  over  there.  I  know  a  lot 
of  farmers  would  like  to  paint  their 
bams  with  a  good  wide  brush.  Why 
spend  the  money  over  there?  Why  not 
help  our  own  people?  Why  not  projects 
here  in  America  which  will  tend  to 
lessen  unemployment? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Rooney]  is  recog¬ 
nized  for  2Vz  minutes  to  close  the  debate. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  ap¬ 
parently  my  distinguished  friend,  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan,  has  been  ex¬ 
pertly  misinformed  with  regard  to  this 
subject  for  the  reason  that  the  language 
as  originally  proposed  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  State  and  as  printed  in  the  bill 
carried  a  direct  appropriation.  I  am 
confident  that  almost  every  member  of 
this  Committee  of  the  Whole  is  satisfied 
that  if  this  appropriation  of  $3,525,000 
is  made  in  dollars,  this  administration 
has  sense  enough  to  use  the  $3  V2  mil¬ 
lion  worth  of  Israeli  pounds  it  has  in 
the  United  States  Treasury,  and  will  use 
these  pounds  for  the  purposes  agreed 
upon  between  the  State  of  Israel  and 
the  United  States. 

My  friend  the  distinguished  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gross]  said  that 
every  country  in  the  Middle  East  will 
want  the  same  thing.  Does  not  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gross]  know 
that  our  distinguished  former  colleague. 
Special  Ambassador  James  P.  Richards, 
went  to  this  region  of  the  world  in  the 
early  part  of  this  year  in  behalf  of  this 
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administration  and  committed  $121  mil¬ 
lion?  And  does  he  not  know  that  the 
State  of  Israel  did  not  get  and  has  not 
gotten  a  dime  of  that  $121  million  doled 
out  in  connection  with  the  Eisenhower 
Middle  or  Near  East  doctrine? 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield?  The  gentleman  men¬ 
tioned  my  name. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  cannot  yield ;  I  have 
only  2V2  minutes  at  this  point. 

Does  not  the  gentleman  know  as 
shown  at  page  228  of  the  printed  hear¬ 
ings  on  this  bill  that  there  are  12  coun¬ 
tries  of  the  world,  11  others,  if  you  please, 
who  are  concerned  with  this  informa¬ 
tional  media  guaranty  program?  These 
are  the  countries  and  the  details: 


Dollar  value  of  IMG  acquired  foreign  cur¬ 
rency  held  by  U.  S.  Treasury  as  of  May  31, 
1957,  and  restrictions  on  the  use  thereof 


Country 

Restrictions  on  use  of  IMG 
acquired  currencies 

Austria..... 

Chile . 

None  (except  for  expenses  of 
United  States  occupation 
forces). 

None _ 

Indonesia. . . 

Israel . 

Will  be  used  for  educational, 
scientific;  and  cultural  activi¬ 
ties  for  mutual  benefit  of 
Indonesia  and  United  States. 

May  be  used  for  scientific,  edu¬ 
cational,  and  cultural  activi¬ 
ties  and  such  other  purposes 
agreed  upon  by  2  govern¬ 
ments. 

None  - . . . 

Norwav  .... 

Pakistan _ 

Philippines. 

Spain . 

Will  be  used  for  scientific,  cdu- 
tional,  and  cultural  activities 
in  consultation  with  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Pakistan  and  other 
purposes  as  agreed  upon  by 
the  2  governments. 

Free  use  of  $2,800,000,000  equiv¬ 
alent  pesos  annually.  Ex¬ 
cess  of  this  amount  for 
educational,  cultural,  infor¬ 
mational  activities  proposed 
by  2  governments. 

None _ 

Taiwan . 

- do . . 

Turkey _ 

_ do _ _ 

Vietnam _ 

_ do . . . . 

Yugoslavia.. 

Total _ 

Dollar 

value 


$3, 643 


278,  473 
129,  734 


4,  818, 152 


780 
506,  476 


50, 2C6 


9,904 
10, 237 
44, 566 
10,582 
305,  206 


6, 168, 009 


Mr.  MORANO.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  now  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  MORANO.  Is  it  not  true  that  if 
the  gentleman’s  amendment  fails,  that 
is,  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  ,New  York  [Mr.  Roone-^J,  we 
will  in  effect  be  repudiating  agreements 


which  have  already  been  entered  into? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  The  gentleman  from 
Connecticut  is  absolutely  right. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  urge  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  to  first  vote  down  the  pend¬ 
ing  amendment  to  the  so-called  Rooney 
amendment  which  has  been  offered  by 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Mich¬ 
igan  [Mr.  Hoffman]  and  then  adopt  the 
amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations  which  is  pending  and  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
I  Mr.  Rooney].  The  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Coudert]  concurs  in  this 
suggested  procedure.  I  am  confident  of 
the  committee’s  usual  good  judgment  in 
an  ^Plpor^ant  international  matter  such 

pired6  CHAIRMA^’  time  has  ex- 

C1“  8 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Inasmuch  as  time 
was  limited  and  I  have  3  other  amend¬ 
ments  to  offer  to  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Rooney] 
may  they  be  considered,  all  3  of  them, 
and  voted  on  en  bloc? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  That  can  only  be 
done  by  unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  my  amend¬ 
ments  may  be  considered  en  bloc. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  will  agree  to  that. 
The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Hoffman]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendments  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Hoffman]  to 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York  [Mr.  Rooney]. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
propounded  a  unanimous  consent  re¬ 
quest  which  was  agreed  to.  There  were 
four  amendments.  Of  course,  the  sec¬ 
ond,  third  and  fourth  would  not  be  in 
order  until  the  first,  second,  and  third 
are  defeated. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
for  the  regular  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  agreement 
was  that  they  were  to  be  considered 
en  bloc. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  these  amend¬ 
ments  may  be  reported  to  the  commit¬ 
tee  before  they  are  voted  upon  because 
I  think  that  is  the  only  fair  way  to 
proceed. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  re¬ 
serving  the  right  to  object,  that  cannot 
be  done  under  the  rules. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  de¬ 
mand  the  regular  order. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
second  amendment  which  is  at  the  desk 
is  not  in  order  until  the  first  amend¬ 
ment  I  have  offered  is  either  defeated 
or  adopted. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  At  the  request  of 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan,  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole  granted  unanimous 
consent  that  all  his  amendments  be  con¬ 
sidered  en  bloc.  That  being  so,  they  are 
now  in  order  and  the  Clerk  will  report 
the  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendments  offered  by  Mr.  Hoffman  to 
the  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Rooney  :  Page 
18,  line  10,  strike  out  the  period  and  insert 
a  colon  and  add  “Provided,  further.  That  no 
part  of  the  funds  provided  in  this  paragraph 
shall  be  used  to  provide  grants  to  finance 
the  translation  of  American  and  world  clas¬ 
sics  into  Hebrew.” 

Page  18,  line  10,  strike  out  the  period  and 
Insert  a  colon  and  add  " Provided ,  further. 
That  no  part  of  the  funds  provided  in  this 
paragraph  shall  be  used  to  finance  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  chairs  in  American  studies 
at  Hebrew  University,  Weizmann  Institute, 
the  Israel  Institute  of  Technology  (Haifa 


Technion) ,  Bar-Ilan  University,  and  the 
University  of  Tel  Aviv.” 

Page  18,  line  10,  strike  out  the  period  and 
insert  a  colon  and  add  “Provided,  further. 
That  no  part  of  the  funds  provided  in  this 
paragraph  shall  be  used  to  add  another  floor, 
which  will  be  used  as  an  art  gallery,  to  the 
museum  building  now  being  constructed." 

Page  18,  line  10,  strike  out  the  period  and 
insert  a  colon  and  add  “Provided,  further. 
That  no  part  of  the  funds  provided  in  this 
paragraph  shall  be  used  to  establish  a  bureau 
of  information  oi\  America,  to  establish 
classes  in  English  and  American  literature, 
to  finance  seminars  on  American  topics,  and 
to  reconstruct  the  library,  theater,  and  con¬ 
cert  hall  of  the  ZOA  House,  Tel  Aviv.” 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendments  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Hoffman]  tcf 
the- amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York  [Mr.  Rooney]. 

The  amendments  to  the  amendment 
were  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Rooney]. 

Mr.  BUDGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Clerk  re-- 
report  the  Rooney  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Idaho? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  reread  the  Rooney  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York  [Mr.  Rooney]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  Rooney)  there 
were — ayes  111,  noes  82. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

THE  JUDICIARY 

Courts  of  Appeals,  District  Courts^and  other 
judicial  serxhces 
Expenses  of  Referees 

For  an  additional  amount  of  "Expenses  of 
referees,”  $75,000,  to  be  derived  from  the 
referees’  expense  fund  established  in  pursu¬ 
ance  of  the  act  of  June  28,  1946,  as  amended 
(11  U.  S.  C.  68  (c)  (4) ). 

Mr.  THOMPSON  of  New  Jersey.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

Mr.-Chairman,  in  the  House  report  on 
the  supplemental  appropriation  bill, 
1958,  page  38,  there  is  this  extremely  in¬ 
teresting  and  significant  statement: 

Expenses  of  referees:  The  committee  rec¬ 
ommends  $75,000  additional,  to  be  derived 
from  the  referees’  expense  fund,  for  the 
salaries  and  expenses  of  20  additional  tem¬ 
porary  clerks  to  take  care  of  the  unprece¬ 
dented  situation  which  has  developed  in 
many  districts  due  to  the  rising  volume  of 
bankruptcy  work.  The  committee  was  ad¬ 
vised  that  under  present  estimates  approxi¬ 
mately  82,000  bankruptcy  cases  will  be  filed 
in  the  fiscal  year  1958,  which  is  8,000  cases 
more  than  were  estimated  only  a  few  years 
ago. 

It  looks  to  me,  and  I  am  not  a  prophet, 
and  not  proficient  with  a  crystal  ball, 
that  perhaps  the  moderate  recession 
which  the  administration  and  Federal 
Reserve  authorities  have  been  hoping  for 
has  already  begun  to  take  shape. 

Sylvia  Porter,  the  able  financial  re¬ 
porter,  said  last  week  that  in  off-the- 
record  conversations  with  policymakers 
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in  Washington  she  has  been  told  that 
"What  we  need  to  end  the  wage-price 
spiral  in  this  country  is  a  little  recession, 
and  the  quicker  it  comes  the  better.” 

If  this  defeatist  attitude  is  the  best 
this  administration  has  to  offer  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  our  great  country  the  best  thing  it 
can  do — both  for  itself,  and  for  the  coun¬ 
try — is  to  pack  up  and  go  home. 

The  Journal  of  Commerce  said  this 
editorially  only  the  other  day: 

The  evidence  now  points  strongly  to  the 
conclusion  that  both  the  administration  and 
the  Federal  Reserve  authorities  believe  that 
a  moderate  recession  now  would  be  a  small 
price  to  pay  for  the  avoidance  of  another 
boom-and-bust  later  on.  *  •  • 

Such  a  policy  leads  compellingly  to  the 
all-important  psychological  (or  public  rela¬ 
tions)  problem  of  whether  the  administra¬ 
tion  should  take  the  public  into  its  confi¬ 
dence  by  trying  to  explain  its  goals  and 
methods — or  whether  it  is  better  Just  to  fol¬ 
low  the  course  it  deems  necessary  without 
attempting  to  make  it  palatable  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  by  official  explanations.  *  *  * 

Involved  is  not  merely  the  problem  of 
whether  or  not  the  public  should  be  told, 
but  *  *  *  whether  such  a  crusade  *  *  * 
actually  would  increase  the  danger  of  in¬ 
flation  by  directing  attention  to  it.  *  *  * 
This  shows  how  tough  a  decision  whether 
‘‘to  tell  or  not  to  tell”  really  is. 


Now  here  are  a  number  of  quotes  from 
Treasury  Secretary  Humphrey’s  state¬ 
ment  to  the  Senate  Finance  Committee 
and  compilation  of  statements  from 
Fortune  magazine  and  other  reliable 
sources  showing  the  actual  situation. 
This  compilation  was  made  by  the  Joint 
Economic  Committee  of  the  Senate  and 
House  whose  great  chairman  is  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Patman]  : 
George  Humphrey  Versus  Economic  Fact 

INFLATION 

Mr.  Humphrey  said:  “The  cost  of  living 
has  risen  an  average  of  only  six-tenths  of 
1  percent  per  year  for  the  past  4  years”  (or 
a  total  of  2.4  percent  in  4  years) . 

Since  January  1953  the  cost  of  living  has 
risen  5  percent. 

The  consumer  price  index  rose  0.3  per¬ 
cent  in  May  1957,  to  a  point  3.6  percent 
higher  than  May  1956.  The  price  index  has 
risen  every  month,  except  August  1956,  for 
the  last  15  months. 

The  list  of  increases  in  the  cost  of  living 
is  almost  endless. 

Percent 


Mortgage  interest _ up  30 

Local  water  rates _ up  35 

Transportation _ _ _ _ _ up  20 

Auto  repairs _ up  15 

Rent . - . up  12 


Now,  I  am  not  a  financial  authority 
like  retiring  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
George  Magoffin  Humphrey,  who,  in  his 
opening  statement  before  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee  in  its  investigation 
of  the  financial  condition  of  the  United 
States  on  June  17  set  forth  a  compre¬ 
hensive  defense  of  the  economic  policies 
followed  by  the  Eisenhower  administra¬ 
tion.  He  declared : 

It  is  a  record  of  a  prospering  America  with 
new  high  levels  of  employment,  rising  in¬ 
come,  and  increasing  purchasing  power.  It 
is  a  record  of  more  and  better  jobs,  more 
homes,  more  cars,  more  leisure,  and  more 
recreation.  It  is  a  record  of  unequaled  pros¬ 
perity  with  both  the  blessings  and  problems 
of  such  a  period. 

What  are  the  actual  facts  in  the  situa¬ 
tion,  and  do  they  support  the  rosy  picture 
Treasury  Secretary  Humphrey  painted? 

Eighty-two  thousand  bankruptcy  cases 
in  the  fiscal  year  1958  may  be  only  an 
inconvenient  fact,  from  where  Mr. 
Humphrey  sits.  But  to  the  small-busi¬ 
ness  man  and  others  who  will  go  through 
the  wringer  in  fiscal  1958  it  is  heartbreak 
and  tragedy. 

I  have  a  little  chart  showing  a  com¬ 
parison  of  relative  economic  trends 
which  is  illuminating: 


SMALL  BUSINESS 

Mr.  Humphrey  said:  ‘‘We  have  encouraged 
small  business.” 

Small  manufacturing  corporations  with 
assets  under  $5  million  have  not,  as  a  group, 
increased  their  sales  or  profits  since  World 
War  II.  *  *  *  Sales  of  small  manufactur¬ 
ing  corporations  have  actually  shrunk  since 
1951.  (Fortune  magazine,  July  1957.) 

MONOPOLY 

Mr.  Humphrey  said:  ‘‘We  have  moved 
vigorously  to  prevent  monopolies.” 

Nineteen  hundred  fifty-six  was  another 
‘‘best  year  ever"  for  the  500  largest  United 
States  industrial  corporations.  During  1956 
the  500  industrialists  increased  their  aales 
8  percent,  their  total  assets  14  percent,  and 
their  after-tax  profits  2.5  percent.  The  500 
industrialists  again  accounted  for  roughly 
half  the  Nation’s  manufacturing  and  mining 
output.  (Fortune  magazine,  July  1957.) 

The  largest  300  recipients  received  94  per¬ 
cent  of  the  value  of  all  contracts  awarded  by 
the  Department  of  Defense  under  their  de¬ 
fense  research  and  development  programs. 
Of  these  300  recipients,  239  were  identified 
as  large,  private  profitmaking  organizations, 
who  received  $4.05  billion  worth  of  con¬ 
tracts  (House  Select  Committee  on  Small 
Business  Final  Report,  84th  Cong.). 

EXPANDING  ECONOMY 

Mr.  Humphrey  said;  ‘‘The  record  of  the 
past  4  years  has  been  one  of  unequaled  in¬ 
vestment.  The  Nation  has  devoted  a  vast 


amount  of  its  resources  to  improving  and 
enlarging  its  productive  capacity.” 

Production  growth  rate  of  the  United 
States  economy  falling: 

1947-53:  Production  up  4.7  percent  a  year. 

1953-56:  Production  up  2.6  percent  a  year. 

First  quarter  1956-first  quarter  1957:  Pro¬ 
duction  up  less  than  2  percent  a  year. 

United  States  rate  of  growth  slower  than 
that  of  Soviet  Union: 

“In  the  case  of  the  United  States,  a  meas¬ 
ure  of  gross  national  product  in  constant 
prices  is  available  *  *  *  from  1950  to  1955 
the  corresponding  rate  is  4  percent.  *  *  *  A 
calculation  for  the  period  of  1950-55  (for  the 
Soviet  Union)  seems  to  yield  a  rate  of  about 
7  percent”  (Soviet  Economic  Growth:  A 
Comparison  With  the  United  States,  Joint 
Committee  on  the  Economic  Report,  1957) . 

SAVINGS 

Mr.  Humphrey  said :  “Greater  confidence  in 
the  future,  higher  rates  of  interest,  and  in¬ 
creasing  confidence  in  the  stability  of  the 
dollar  have  all  encouraged  our  people  to  save 
more  both  in  dollars  and  in  relation  to  dis¬ 
posable  income.” 

Rate  of  personal  savings  far  below  1952, 
even  with  interest  rates  at  25-year  peak. 

Savings  as  percent  of  personal  income: 

Percent 


1952 -  8.0 

1957,  1st  quarter _ 6.  9 


In  1956,  over  half  the  United  States  fami¬ 
lies  had  savings  less  than  $500 : 

No  savings,  28  percent  of  United  States 
families. 

Under  $500,  55  percent  of  United  States 
families. 

Under  $2,000,  78  percent  of  United  States 
families. 

(Federal  Reserve  Bulletin.) 

CREDIT  AVAILABILITY 

Mr.  Humphrey  said:  “The  Federal  Reserve 
has  not  reduced  the  volume  of  available 
credit.” 

Money,  small  manufacturers  say,  takes 
them  too  long  to  get,  it  costs  too  much,  and 
sometimes  it  just  can’t  be  had  at  any  price. 
(Fortune  magazine,  July  1957.) 

reduction  in  federal  expenditures 

Mr.  Humphrey  said:  “We  have  reduced 
Federal  expenditures.” 

Truman  spent  $76.7  billion  less  than 
Eisenhower.  Expenditures  under  Truman’s 
last  5  budgets  totaled  $262.9  billion.  Ex¬ 
penditures  actual  and  proposed  under  the  5 
Eisenhower  budgets  total  $339.6  billion. 

Nondefense  spending  in  1958  is  estimated 
at  25  percent  higher  than  1953  (the  last 


Truman  budget)  : 

Fiscal  year:  Billions 

1953 _ $23.  9 

1956  _ -  25.  9 

1957  (estimated) . —  27.9 

1958  (estimated) _ -  30.3 

REDUCTION  IN  PUBLIC  DEBT 

Mr.  Humphrey  said:  “We  have  reduced  the 
Government  debt.” 

Public  debt:  Billions 

Jan.  15,  1953. . . . . . $266.  7 

Public  debt  today -  274.  2 

An  increase  of  almost  $8  billion. 


DOLLAR  PER  CAPITA  RISE  IN  COST  OF  INTEREST  ON 
PUBLIC  DEBT  SINCE  1952 

Mr.  Humphrey  said:  “For  interest  alone, 
the  per  capita  cost  is  $42.40.  In  1952  interest 
on  the  public  debt  was  $37.57  per  capita. 
Thus  the  increase  in  interest  on  the  public 
debt  during  the  past  4  years  amounts  to  less 
than  $5  per  person.” 

With  $850  million  ($5X$170  million)  we 
could : 

Meet  three-fifths  of  the  cost  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  Federal  aid-to-education  program 
($1.3  billion); 

Pay  95  percent  of  the  cost  of  an  adequate 
slum  clearance  and  urban  renewal  program 


Comparison  of  relative  economic  trends 


(Based  on  annual  average) 


Annual  average 
Increase 

Percentage  rate  of 
Increase 

1949 

through 

1953 

1956 

mid-1957 

Percent 

2.2 

1.2 

2.0 

3.5 

4.8 

6.4 

3.5 

Percent 
2.6 
8. 1 

3.8 

2.8 
2.7 
2. 1 
4. 1 

Up  18  percent. 

Up  150  percent. 

Up  90  percent. 

Down  20  percent. 
Down  43  percent. 
Down  24  percent. 
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(estimated  at  $900  million  by  the  United 
States  mayors  conference) ;  or 

Double  the  amounts  budgeted  in  1958  for 
public  health  and  medical  research,  school 
lunch  programs,  and  vocational  rehabili¬ 
tation. 

TAX  CUT 

Mr.  Humphrey  said:  “In  1954,  in  order  that 
the  people  might  benefit  from  the  substan¬ 
tial  reduction  in  Government  expenditures, 
we  brought  about  a  tax  cut  that  had  pro¬ 
vided  them  with  annual  savings  of  about 
$7 y2  billion.” 

The  Republicans’  1954  tax  relief  bill  gave 
80  percent  of  the  American  family  taxpayers 
little  or  no  relief.  The  great  proportion  of 
the  tax  relief  went  to  large  corporations  or  to 
Individuals  who  receive  a  major  portion  of 
their  income  from  dividends. 

From  Mr.  Humphrey’s  $7>/£  billion  tax 
savings: 

Corporations  receive  $5.4  billion. 

Families  earning  more  than  $5,000  an¬ 
nually  receive  $1.3  billion. 

Families  earning  under  $5,000  annually 
receive  $0.6  billion. 


RISING  INTEREST  RATES 

Mr.  Humphrey  said:  “There  are  many  peo¬ 
ple  who  benefit  from  higher  interest  just  as 
there  are  many  who  find  it  an  additional 
cost.” 

For  the  banks 

Commercial  bank  net  profits  rise  15  per¬ 
cent  to  peak.  Commercial  banks,  reporting 
for  the  half  year  just  ended,  show  in  June 
30  figures  that  net  operating  earnings  after 
taxes  reached  another  alltime  peak  with  an 
average  improvement  of  some  15  percent  over 
net  for  the  first  half  of  1956.  (Journal  of 
Commerce,  July  2,  1957.) 

For  the  Government 

In  January  1953  average  rate  on  Govern¬ 
ment  interest-bearing  issues  outstanding 
was  2.35  percent.  In  January  1957,  the  rate 
was  2.67  percent.  By  June  1957  Govern¬ 
ment  bonds  were  selling  at  3.90  percent — 
the  highest  rate  since  the  1920's.  If  the 
entire  debt  had  to  be  refinanced  at  3.90 
percent,  the  cost  to  the  Government  would 
be  $10.7  billion — $4.5  billion  more  than  at 
1952  rates.  (Senate  Finance  Committee 
hearings,  June  1957.) 

Interest  charges  on  the  national  debt  to¬ 
day  are  approximately  10  percent  of  the  total 
Federal  expenditure. 

For  the  consumer 


Secretary  Humphrey  himself  gave  the  fol¬ 
lowing  table  to  the  Senate  Finance  Commit¬ 
tee: 

Costs  of  buying  a  home 

Spring,  Spring, 
1953  1957 

Estimated  cost _ $17,300  $19,000 

Interest  rate  (FHA)  (per¬ 
cent) _ _ 414  5 

Monthly  payment  (over  20 

years) -  $91.06  $106.58 

A  home  which  cost  $17,300  in  1953  now 
costs  an  additional  $1,700,  an  increase  of 
nearly  10  percent.  The  increased  interest  on 
the  house  amounts  to  $2,114 — the  total  added 
cost  resulting  from  the  tight -money  policy  is 
$3,814 — 22  percent  up. 


Mr.  Chairman,  I  include  as  part  of 
my  remarks  the  widely  syndicated  ar¬ 
ticle  by  Sylvia  Porter  to  which  I  re¬ 
ferred  at  the  beginning  of  my  remarks: 
[From  the  Washington  Evening  Star  of 
August  3,  19571 
Your  Money’s  Worth 


(By  Sylvia  Porter) 

, ,  Unless  you  are  the  1  in  4,400  who  reads 
the  Journal  of  Commerce  you  never  saw 
this  in  print  before: 


“TTie  evidence  now  points  strongly  to  t 

«nHCVtSi°S  ,.that  both  th9  adminlstratii 
and  the  Federal  Reserve  authorities  belle 


that  a  'moderate  recession  now’  would  be  a 
small  price  to  pay  for  the  avoidance  of  an¬ 
other  boom  and  bust  later  on.  *  *  • 

“Such  a  policy  leads  compellingly  to  the 
all-important  psychological  (or  public  rela¬ 
tions)  problem  of  whether  the  administra¬ 
tion  should  take  the  public  into  its  confi¬ 
dence  by  trying  to  explain  its  goals  and 
methods — or  whether  it  is  better  just  to  fol¬ 
low  the  course  it  deems  necessary  without 
attempting  to  make  it  palatable  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  by  official  explanations.  *  *  * 

“Involved  is  not  merely  the  problem  of 
whether  or  not  the  public  should  be  told, 
but  *  *  *  whether  such  a  crusade  *  *  * 
actually  would  increase  the  danger  of  In¬ 
flation  by  directing  attention  to  it.  *  *  * 

“This  shows  how  tough  a  decision  whether 
‘to  tell  or  not  to  tell’ really  is.” 

EDITORIAL  QUOTED 

As  that  1  in  4,400  who  subscribes  to  this 
highly  respected,  authoritative  financial 
newspaper,  I  saw  this  in  a  recent  editorial. 

And  I  quote  it  here  because  I  know  the 
editor  of  the  Journal  of  Commerce  has 
analyzed  it  accurately.  I  know  this  because 
again  and  again,  in  off-the-record  conversa¬ 
tions  with  policymakers  and  influential 
economists  in  Washington,  this  is  what,  in 
effect,  I  have  heard: 

What  we  need  to  end  the  wage-price 
spiral  in  this  country  is  a  little  recession, 
and  the  quicker  it  comes  the  better. 

Nothing  big  or  severe,  of  course — oh,  no. 
But  enough  unemployment  spread  through 
the  country  to  push  the  unions  back  in  line. 
Enough  worry  about  the  state  of  the  econ¬ 
omy  and  public  resistance  to  force  business¬ 
men  to  back  down  on  price  increases  and 
to  find  other  ways  to  cover  costs. 

This  recession  is  the  medicine  needed  to 
cure  the  inflation  disease  and  to  put  us  into 
sound  condition  so  we  can  move  forward 
into  a  period  of  steady,  but  not  feverish,  in¬ 
flationary  growth. 

Well,  if  top  men  in  Washington  really 
think  this  way  and  can  argue  persuasively 
that  a  little  temporary  suffering  among  a 
few  millions  of  us  now  is  far  preferable  to 
the  risk  of  a  lot  of  prolonged  suffering 
among  all  of  us  later,  why  don’t  they  say 
it  out  loud?  Because: 

First,  there  is  the  danger  that  if  leading 
officials  of  the  administration  and  the  men 
who  rule  our  Central  Bank  go  all  out  on 
their  inflation  warnings,  they  can  by  no 
means  be  sure  they’ll  gain  the  public’s  sup¬ 
port  for  the  restraints  they  insist  are  essen¬ 
tial. 

BOOMERANG  POSSIBLE 

Rather,  the  warnings  could  boomerang 
badly.  Instead  of  getting  individual  Ameri¬ 
cans  to  say,  “We’ll  sacrifice  what  we  want 
today  for  the  sake  of  security  later,”  the 
public  might  be  frightened  into  fleeing  from 
savings  and  scrambling  for  stocks,  land,  and 
other  so-called  inflation  hedges.  Organized 
labor  might  intensify  its  demands  for  pro¬ 
tections  against  cost-of-living  increases. 
Forces  could  be  set  loose  that  would  bring 
about  the  very  price  explosion  so  greatly 
feared. 

Second,  there  is  the  danger  that  this  GOP 
administration  would  be  immediately  ac¬ 
cused  of  wanting  a  depression  in  order  to 
break  unions.  Former  Treasury  Secretary 
Humphrey  can  tell  the  Senate,  as  he  did 
a  few  weeks  ago,  that  a  decline  in  produc¬ 
tion  is  “the  happiest  thing  that  can  happen 
to  this  country”  because  the  letdown  will 
take  the  sting  out  of  inflation.  But  Mr. 
Humphrey’s  job  isn’t  at  stake.  The  man 
who  is  laid  off  during  that  decline  doesn’t 
feel  he  is  a  happy  statistic. 

And  third,  there  is  the  danger  that  a  lit¬ 
tle  recession — like  a  little  inflation — won't 
necessarily  remain  little.  No  one  yet  has 
discovered  the  way  to  predict  accurately  how 
people  will  react. 

I  shall  ask,  when  we  go  back  into  the 
House,  to  include  certain  tables,  a  copy 
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of  the  editorial  from  the  Journal  of  Com¬ 
merce,  and  the  column  of  Sylvia  Porter 
to  which  I  referred. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  requisite  number  of 
words. 

(Mr.  GROSS  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  few 
minutes  ago  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Rooney]  questioned  whether 
I  knew  what  was  going  on  in  the  Middle 
East,  and  then  refused  to  yield.  He  said, 
“Does  not  the  gentleman  from  Iowa 
know  that  thus  and  so  has  been  happen¬ 
ing  in  the  Middle  East?”  Yes,  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Iowa  is  acquainted  with  the 
fact  that  our  former  colleague,  Dick 
Richards,  Special  Ambassador  to  the 
President,  made  a  trip  through  the  Mid¬ 
dle  East  and  with  fine  openhandedness, 

1  may  say,  dispensed  $120  million  to 
various  countries.  The  gentleman  from 
Iowa  also  understands  that  there  were 

2  or  3  countries  which  said  that  they 
wanted  no  part  of  any  of  that  $200  mil¬ 
lion  that  the  Special  Ambassador  had 
available  to  spread  around  in  the  Middle 
East.  The  gentleman  from  Iowa  was 
also  able  to  read  the  hearings,  and  to 
note  that  the  gentleman’s  subcommittee 
failed  to  develop  who  started  this  boon¬ 
doggling  program.  I  hope  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  subcommittee  will  someday  ferret 
out  who  here  on  the  Hill,  as  alleged  by 
the  witness,  started  this  unbelievable 
handout  proposition  that  we  have  be¬ 
fore  us  today  with  respect  to  the  $3,500,- 
000  which  the  gentleman  from  New  York, 
with  the  greatest  of  ease,  would  take  out 
of  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  and 
the  pockets  of  all  the  taxpayers. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

CHAPTER  vin 

Treasury  Department 
Coast  Guard 

Acquisition,  construction,  and  improvements 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Acquisition, 
construction,  and  improvements”,  $8,100,- 
000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  made 
some  statements  about  the  budget  of  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  a  little 
earlier  today,  I  just  thought  it  would 
only  be  honest  with  the  House  if  I  should 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  budget 
overall,  including  corporate  receipts  and 
otherwise,  submitted  by  the  budget  as 
documents  of  the  agency,  runs  $300,- 
294,000  as  against  $251,250,000  last  year, 
an  increase  of  $49  million. 

I  offered  an  amendment  to  cut  that 
item  by  $9,784,000.  That  is  less  than 

3  percent  of  the  total  amount  of  the 
budget,  and  the  cut  would  be  much  less 
than  the  average  cut  on  other  units  of 
the  Government.  But  of  course  that  is 
an  item  where  they  have  special  privi¬ 
leges  out  of  the  United  States  Treasury, 
where  they  pay  no  interest,  where  they 
pay  very  little  in  the  nature  of  taxes, 
and  are  the  beneficiaries  of  all  sorts  of 
things  that  are  provided  by  the  Federal 
Government.  Under  those  circum¬ 
stances,  I  shall  offer  my  amendment  as 
a  motion  to  recommit. 
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Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  As  I  un¬ 
derstand  the  gentleman’s  motion  to  re¬ 
commit,  the  bulk  of  the  cut  would  come 
in  connection  with  the  new  lock  at 
Muscle  Shoals? 

Mr.  TABER.  Part  of  it  would. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  If  the 
gentleman’s  motion  to  recomit  is  agreed 
to,  it  simply  means  that  this  project 
would  be  put  back  on  the  1957  level? 

Mr.  TABER.  It  would  be  a  little  above 
the  1957  level. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  am 
personally  very  much  concerned  in  see¬ 
ing  that  look  built,  but  I  do  not  see  that 
we  will  do  much  damage  to  it  if  we  go 
at  it  at  a  slower  pace.  I  am  in  full 
agreement  with  the  gentleman’s  purpose 
in  trying  to  hold  down  the  rate  of  ex¬ 
penditure  on  that  construction  and  ef¬ 
fect  some  economy  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  TABER.  We  all  ought  to  take  a 
cut  with  the  situation  as  it  is. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Certainly 
we  have  done  that  in  all  appropriation 
bills  this  year.  We  have  tried  to  put 
all  projects  back  to  the  1957  level.  I  do 
not  think  it  will  do  the  lock  construc¬ 
tion  job  any  damage  to  slow  it  down  to 
the  1957  level. 

Mr.  BAKER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BAKER.  What  funds  would  re¬ 
main  in  the  bill  for  the  TVA  if  your 
motion  to  recommit  should  prevail? 

Mr.  TABER.  If  their  estimates  are 
correct,  it  would  leave  about  $290  mil¬ 
lion  or  a  little  bit  over  that. 

Mr.  BAKER.  I  mean  what  funds 
would  be  left  in  the  bill? 

Mr.  TABER.  About  $3,533,000. 

Mr.  BAKER.  And  is  it  not  true  the 
Budget  Bureau  requested  about  $14y2 
million? 

Mr.  TABER.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BAKER.  Your  committee  re¬ 
duced  that  amount  by  $l1/2  million. 

Mr.  TABER.  The  committee  reduced 
it  just  a  little  bit — just  about  $1  million. 

Mr.  BAKER.  The  committee  report 
says  it  was  about  $1,400,000  or  $1,300,- 
000. 

Mr.  TABER.  Yes. 

Mr.  BAKER.  Does  not  the  gentle¬ 
man  think  that  is  mighty  severe? 

Mr.  TABER.  Well,  that  is  not  very 
severe  because  it  is  so  much  less  than 
the  other  agencies  are  being  cut.  It  is 
a  smaller  cut  than  the  other  agencies 
are  getting. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  TVA 
intends  during  the  current  year  to  use 
nearly  $100  million  of  so-called  corporate 
funds  for  the  construction  of  steam  elec¬ 
tric  generating  facilities  and  transmis¬ 
sion  facilities. 

I  think  my  colleagues  and  the  gen¬ 
eral  public  should  know  that  over  50 
percent  of  the  revenues  that  go  to  make 
up  the  corporate  funds  of  TVA  come 
from  the  taxpayer’s  in  the  form  of  pay¬ 
ment  for  electric  power  furnished  to  the 
AEC  installation  at  Paducah  and  Oak 
Ridge. 


Prom  time  to  time  we  hear  TVA  offi¬ 
cials  and  TVA  proponents  expounding 
about  TVA  belonging  to  all  the  people 
so  that  there  is  no  need  to  pay  taxes  or 
interest  on  the  peoples  investment. 
Then  again  they  tell  us  that  TVA  is 
largely  for  national  defense  and  there¬ 
fore  benefits  the  whole  Nation  and  jus¬ 
tifies  whatever  amount  of  taxpay¬ 
ers’  funds  TVA  wants  to  spend  for  power 
expansion. 

The  basis  that  the  TVA  installations 
are  the  property  of  all  the  taxpayers  of 
the  Nation  raises  a  question  as  to 
whether  TVA  charges  the  various  Fed¬ 
eral  defense  agencies  including  AEC  an 
excessive  amount  for  the  electric  power 
used  by  such  agencies.  If  we,  the  tax¬ 
payers,  own  the  TVA  generating  plants 
and  transmission  lilnes,  we  should  not 
have  to  pay  to  ourselves  any  fixed 
charges  on  such  facilities.  The  electric 
power  rate,  at  the  most,  should  be  only 
sufficient  to  pay  for  the  actual  incre¬ 
mental  or  operating  cost  of  producing 
such  power.  Actually  in  view  of  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  9a  of  the  TVA  Act,  that 
TVA  “operate  (its)  facilities  for  the  gen¬ 
eration  of  electric  energy  at  any  such 
dam  for  the  use  of  the  corporation  and 
for  the  use  of  the  United  States  or  any 
agency  thereof,”  one  might  inquire  if 
TVA  is  not  obligated  to  deliver  all  the 
electric  power  available  from  TVA  hydro 
plants  which  can  be  utilized  by  AEC  or 
other  United  States  agencies,  and  at 
rates  no  greater  than  the  actual  cost  of 
operation. 

If  we  are  to  be  consistent  with  the  po¬ 
sition  taken  by  some  TVA  officials  and 
TVA  proponents  with  respect  to  the  own¬ 
ership  of  TVA  facilities  and  payment  of 
interest,  Federal  taxes,  and  amortization 
of  the  investment,  we  should  direct  AEC 
and  other  Government  agencies  in  the 
TVA  area  to  renegotiate  all  contracts 
presently  in  force  with  TVA  for  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  electric  power.  Such  negotia¬ 
tion  might  first  explore  'the  question  as 
to  whether  under  section  9a  of  the  TVA 
Act,  all  hydroelectric  power  produced  at 
TVA  projects  should  be  delivered  to  AEC 
and  such  other  Government  agencies  as 
might  be  able  to  utilize  it,  and  at  rates 
equal  to  actual  cost  of  operation,  exclud¬ 
ing  interest,  taxes,  amortization,  or  other 
fixed  components.  Furthermore,  with 
regard  to  steam  electric  power  costs,  the 
rates  to  AEC  and  other  Government 
agencies  should  also  exclude  interest, 
taxes,  amortization  and  other  fixed  com¬ 
ponents. 

It  appears  that  there  is  an  obligation 
inherent  in  the  TVA  Act  to  give  prefer¬ 
ence  in  the  disposal  of  power  to  the 
United  States  and  its  agencies.  This 
raises  a  serious  question  as  to  whether 
TVA  has  failed  to  comply  with  the  law 
and  has  charged  AEC  excessive  amounts 
for  power  delivered  by  TVA  to  AEC. 
Also  whether  TVA  has  caused  AEC  to  pay 
excessive  costs  for  power  from  other 
sources  which  under  the  requirements  of 
the  TVA  act  should  have  been  supplied 
by  TVA  at  considerable  savings.  An 
analysis  of  the  cost  paid  by  AEC  for 
interim  power  in  fiscal  year  1954  and  fis¬ 
cal  year  1955  for  the  Paducah  and  Oak 
Ridge  establishments  indicate  this  ex¬ 
cessive  cost  may  well  exceed  $50  million. 
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This  is  exclusive  of  any  excessive  charge 
for  the  firm  TVA  power  delivered  to  AEC. 

With  respect  to  the  use  of  TVA  corpo¬ 
rate  funds — that  largely  are  provided  by 
the  taxpayers  of  the  Nation — to  con¬ 
struct  steam-electric  plants  for  the  sale 
of  commercial  power,  I  have  long  con¬ 
tended  that  this  is  not  in  accord  with 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 
Some  years  ago,  TVA,  in  defending  the 
constitutionality  of  the  sale  of  power 
from  its  hydroplants  told  the  United 
States  Court  of  Appeals  that: 

The  Authority  has  constructed  and  recom¬ 
mended  for  construction  only  such  dams  as 
are  necessary  for  the  improvement  of  navi¬ 
gation  and  control  of  destructive  floods  on 
the  Tennessee  and  Mississippi  Rivers  systems. 

There  are  numerous  sites  upon  the  Ten¬ 
nessee  River  systems  which  are  valuable  for 
the  development  of  .power,  but  dams  con¬ 
structed  at  such  sites  would  not  contribute 
substantially  to  the  improvement  of  naviga¬ 
tion  or  the  control  of  destructive  floods, 
although  their  construction  would  be  more 
feasible  for  the  development  of  power  than 
any  of  the  dams  constructed,  under  con¬ 
struction,  or  recommended  for  construction 
by  the  Authority;  but  the  Authority  has  not 
constructed  or  recommended  for  construc¬ 
tion  and  has  no  intention  and  no  authority 
under  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  Act  to 
construct  such  dams. 

It  is  true  that  by  the  terms  of  the  Tennes¬ 
see  Valley  Authority  Act  the  steam-electric 
generating  plant  located  at  Sheffield,  Ala., 
near  Wilson  Dam,  was  turned  over  to  the 
defendant  Tennessee  Valley  Authority.  But 
the  defendants  allege  that  the  said  steam- 
electric  generating  plant  has  not  been  and  is 
not  being  operated  and  that  there  is  no  plan 
or  Intention  to  operate  said  plant  now  or  in 
the  future,  or  to  construct  .or  operate 
any  other  steam-electric  generating  plants. 
The  said  plant  is  merely  held  by  the  de¬ 
fendant  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  as  an 
emergency  standby  plant  for  national  de¬ 
fense  purposes  in  connection  with  the  muni¬ 
tions  plants  located  near  Muscle  Shoals,  Ala. 

The  defendant  Tennesee  Valley  Authority 
has  disposed  of  and  will  dispose  of  only  such 
electric  energy  as  is  generated  from  water¬ 
power  inevitably  created  by  the  operation  of 
the  said  dams  for  navigation  and  flood  con¬ 
trol  and  which  is  not  needed  for  govern¬ 
mental  purposes  and  which  would  otherwise 
be  wasted. 

Certainly  it  is  evident  to  all  that  TVA 
has  failed  to  follow  the  principles  it  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  high  United  States  court 
in  the  defense  of  its  constitutionality. 
Congress  was  told  that  the  total  TVA 
cost  would  be  less  than  $200  million.  It 
has  now  reached  10  times  that  amount 
and  over  60  percent  of  its  generation  is 
from  steam-electric  plants.  Interest  and 
taxes  on  the  investment  allocated  to 
power,  if  on  the  basis  of  such  cost  in¬ 
curred  by  private  utilities,  would  now 
amount  to  at  least  $90  million  annually. 

Norman  Thomas — the  many-time  can¬ 
didate  for  the  Presidency — of  the  So¬ 
cialist  Party,  termed  TVA  socialistic  in 
these  words: 

The  TVA  is  the  only  genuinely  socialistic 
act  (in  the  New  Deal) — a  flower  in  the  midst 
of  weeds. 

One  may  wonder  if  this  tenfold  ex¬ 
pansion  of  the  TVA  program  over  the 
original  concept  may  have  been  part  of 
the  reason  that  Khrushchev,  the  top 
Communist  of  the  United  Soviet  Repub¬ 
lics  said  our  grandchildren  would  be  liv¬ 
ing  under  socialism. 
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It  is  time  we  took  stock  of  how  far 
down  the  road  to  socialism  we  have  trav¬ 
eled  and  whether  this  trend  toward  an 
ideology  that  means  the  end  of  freedom 
as  we  know  it  shall  continue. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 


Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  to  no  one  in 
my  desire  to  effect  economy.  But,  we 
do  need  to  pause  now  and  then  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  a  given  amendment  or 
motion  to  recommit  is,  in  effect,  really 
economy.  Here  is  the  testimony  before 
the  committee  with  regards  to  this  lock. 
The  lock  is  already  badly  overtaxed.  Its 
practical  capacity  is  2.4  million  tons  a 
year,  and  we  have  had  that  amount  of 
traffic  through  it  the  past  year.  It  has 
been  in  service  since  1925.  The  concrete 
walls  are  cracked.  The  Government  has 
already  let  the  contract  to  build  the  lock 
to  replace  the  lock  at  this  point  in  the 
Wilson  Dam.  The  contract  is  in  effect. 
You  are  going  to  have  to  pay  for  it  under 
the  contract.  During  the  period  that 
the  new  lock  is  being  constructed,  they 
have  to  provide  means  to  get  along  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  of  construction.  Now 
merely  to  cut  down  the  money,  it  means 
cutting  down  the  rate  at  which  the  lock 
is  going  to  be  built — a  lock  for  which 
you  or  the  TVA  are  going  to  pay.  It 
will  be  cutting  it  down  to  where  it  will 
take  twice  as  long  and  can  only  have 
the  effect  of  costing  a  lot  more  money. 
I  realize  in  the  Congress,  having  been 
here  a  number  of  years,  that  the  TVA 
is  a  controversial  subject.  I  realize  that 
people  differ  as  to  the  wisdom  of  this 
type  of  operation.  But  I  would  like  to 
point  out  once  again  that  the  TVA  is  the 
sole  supplier  of  electricity  in  a  big  geo¬ 
graphical  area  in  the  United  States. 
The  earnings  of  the  TVA  are  at  the  call 
of  the  Congress  each  and  every  year. 
Under  the  law,  and  I  had  the  privilege 
of  writing  the  provision,  the  TVA  is  re¬ 
quired  to  return  from  the  cash  in  its  till 
at  the  end  of  each  year  2  y2  percent  on 
the  average  cost  of  all  power  units.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  TVA  has  the  obliga¬ 
tion  of  running  the  navigation  system  on 
the  Tennessee  River.  It  is  Government 
owned,  and  it  will  be  Government  owned 
until  those  who  wish  to,  succeed  in  re¬ 
quiring  it  to  be  sold.  But  I  say  to  you, 
since  the  TVA  does  belong  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  since  the  Congress  each 
year  has  the  right  to  withdraw  from  its 
till,  any  amount  of  cash  that  the  Con¬ 
gress  should  determine,  I  do  think  it  is 
economical  and  sensible  for  us  to  allow 
it  to  run  on  a  proper  basis.  If  you  fol¬ 
low  that,  you  will  certainly  oppose  the 
motion  to  recommit.  Let  me  give  you  a 
further  statement  and  I  know  I  am  being 
repetitious.  But,  the  TVA  as  a  branch 
of  the  Government  has  already  con¬ 
tracted  for  the  new  lock  at  Wilson  Dam. 
The  old  lock  is  retarding  the  economical 
operation  and  navigation  on  the  Ten¬ 
nessee  River.  You  are  going  to  pay  for 
the  lock  under  this  contract.  It  is  just 
shortsighted  to  slow  down  the  effective 
date  of  its  completion.  It  is  just  as  un¬ 
sound  as  it  can  be.  It  is  another  oppor- 
to  show  that  you  are  just  against 
the  TVA— period.  But.  if  you  set  out  to 
do  that,  be  sure  that  in  the  same  vote 
you  are  assuring  your  area  that  you  are 
oi  the  wasteful  use  of  the  taxpayers’ 


dollar,  in  my  judgment,  because  to  pro¬ 
long  the  contract  and  postpone  the  com¬ 
pletion  date  and  continue  the  bottle¬ 
neck  in  navigation  will  result  in  a  great¬ 
er  cost  for  the  lock  and  will  result  in 
greater  costs  of  operation  during  the 
period  of  construction.  In  the  meantime 
it  will  lower  the  returns  from  the  use 
of  this  river  for  navigation. 

I  trust  you  will  think  of  these  things 
when  you  come  to  voting  and  realize  that 
this  is  not  a  simple  motion  to  recommit 
that  would  save  the  taxpayers  any 
money  in  the  long  run;  no,  if  it  is 
adopted  it  will  cost  you  money. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  remainder  of 
the  bill  be  considered  as  read  and  that 
amendments  to  the  remaining  portion  of 
the  bill  be  now  in  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

(Mr.  SCRIVNER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  a 
few  moments  the  Committee  will  rise  and 
we  will  be  voting  on  the  supplemental  ap¬ 
propriation  bill.  One  of  the  amendments 
which  will  be  voted  upon  is  the  amend¬ 
ment  adopted  yesterday  to  provide  that 
none  of  the  funds  appropriated  herein 
shall  be  used  for  the  construction  of  the 
Air  Force  chapel  as  it  is  presently  de¬ 
signed.  In  other  words,  it  would  defer 
construction  for  a  year  or  until  such 
time  as  someone  could  bring  in  a  design 
that  would  be  in  keeping  with  the 
grandeur  and  the  beauty  of  the  Rocky 
Mountains  and  in  keeping  with  the  true 
solemnity  of  religious  worship. 

Somebody  has  said  that  this  is  a  ques¬ 
tion  of  being  for  or  against  religion  in 
military  service.  I,  the  author  of  the 
amendment,  am  a  minister’s  son  and 
most  certainly  I  am  not  opposed  to 
religion.  The  question  is  whether  reli¬ 
gious  worship  shall  take  place  in  a  highly 
polished  aluminum,  19-spired,  $3  million, 
garish  monstrosity  as  now  proposed. 

I  had  wanted  to  have  the  model  and 
the  pictures  here  yesterday  so  all  Mem¬ 
bers  might  see  what  you  were  voting  for 
or  against,  but  for  some  reason  or  other 
it  seemed  to  be  impossible  for  it  to  be 
brought  here  yesterday.  It  is  here  today 
out  in  the  Speaker’s  lobby  where  it  has 
been  on  display  since  noon.  This  is  the 
model  I  hold  in  my  hand.  Now  im¬ 
agine — here  you  have  a  row  of  19  alumi¬ 
num  tepees  pointing  up  toward  the  sky. 
With  the  grandeur  of  the  mountains  and 
Pikes  Peak  in  the  background  this  would 
appear  entirely  insignificant;  and  when 
you  look  at  the  beauty  of  the  red  granite 
of  the  Colorado  Mountains  and  then  put 
into  this  scene  a  garish,  incompatible 
monstrosity  like  this  of  polished  alumi¬ 
num,  it  will  be  incongruous.  Further¬ 
more,  aluminum,  they  tell  me,  is  a  stra¬ 
tegic  material,  and  they  could  certainly 
build  quite  a  few  bombers,  if  I  am  not 
mistaken,  out  of  the  material  that  would 
go  into  this  building.  To  me  this  design 
has  no  beauty.  Maybe  I  was  born  40 
years  too  soon ;  at  least  it  does  not  appeal 
to  my  sense  of  appropriateness.  I  can 
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recall  when  our  chairman,  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  [Mr.  Mahon]  ,  and  some 
of  us  were  out  on  trips,  he  often  would 
quote  poetry  as  he  did  yesterday,  and  we 
would  join  together  in  good  old  songs 
and  hymns.  I  can  remember  one  of  the 
songs  about  the  “oldtime  religion,”  which 
“was  good  for  our  mothers,  it  was  good 
for  our  fathers,  and  it  is  good  enough  for 
me.”  As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  cannot 
for  the  life  of  me  see  anything  of  grace  or 
beauty  in  this  futuristic  monstrosity. 
Perhaps  I  do  not  know  modernistic  de¬ 
sign,  but  I  do  know  what  I  feel  is  fitting 
and  proper  for  religious  worship. 

As  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Mahon]  said  yesterday,  you  go  out  there 
and  this  sight  will  be  something  that  you 
will  never  forget.  That  reminds  me  of 
the  two  young  men  who  were  talking 
about  a  young  lady.  One  of  them  asked, 
“Well,  is  she  a  vision?”  The  other  man 
said,  “No;  but  she  is  sure  a  sight.” 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Yesterday,  it  was 
stated  in  debate  that  the  main  religious 
faiths  have  approved  this  particular 
design,  is  that  true? 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  Some  of  the  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  them  have. 

Mr.  DOOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  DOOLEY.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  chapel  is  supposed  to  represent  flight 
in  architecture? 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  It  could  be  that  and 
it  was  suggested  that  perhaps  as  an 
emergency  measure  we  might  mount 
some  jet  engines  on  each  one  of  these 
spires,  then  if  trouble  comes  just  take  off. 

Mr.  DOOLEY.  The  flying  buttresses 
of  a  cathedral  are  replaced  by  the  ailer¬ 
ons  of  the  plane  wings  and  the  bow  of 
the  plane  pointing  skyward  are  the 
spires.  I  like  it. 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  You  are  entitled  to 
your  views  just  as  I  am  to  mine.  The 
spires  are  a  symbol  of  religion,  that  is 
true.  They  indicate  the  aspiration  of 
man  for  his  God  in  Heaven.  One  spire 
is  good,  but  with  19  I  feel  there  are  at 
least  18  too  many. 

Mr.  BYRNE  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  BYRNE  of  Illinois.  In  the  model 
you  have  just  shown,  as  I  recall  it,  there 
are  three  chapels. 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  Three  sections. 

Mr.  BYRNE  of  Illinois.  One  for  the 
Protestants,  one  for  the  Jews,  and  an¬ 
other  for  the  Catholics,  is  that  right? 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  Yes.  This  floor 
plan  will  show  the  arrangement  of  the 
Catholic  portion  on  my  right,  the  Catho¬ 
lic  chapel.  This  portion  shows  the  Jew¬ 
ish  faith. 

Mr.  BYRNE  of  Illinois.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  architects  have  at  least 
made  some  progress  when  they  got  us 
all  under  the  same  roof.  Would  not  the 
gentleman  concede  that? 

Air-.  SCRIVNER.  Certainly  if  men  of 
different  faiths,  as  the  gentleman  and  I. 
have  gone  out  and  fought  together,  we 
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should  be  able  to  worship  and  live  to¬ 
gether.  I  have  fought  alongside  of  Jew¬ 
ish  soldiers  and  Catholic  soldiers  and  we 
got  along  very  well.  Though  we  may 
differ  in  our  religious  faiths  it  should  be 
that  way  in  the  United  States  of  America. 

Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  requisite  number  of 
words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  are  approaching  a 
very  serious  decision  and  I  think  we  ought 
to  make  it  with  an  awareness  of  the 
problem  which  confronts  us.  About  4 
years  ago  action  was  taken  to  initiate  the 
building  of  an  Air  Force  Acadamy.  One 
of  the  things  that  came  into  the  picture 
was  the  configuration  of  the  chapel.  We 
did  not  like  the  way  the  chapel  design 
looked,  though  we  are  not  architects  and 
it  was  not  up  to  us  to  select  the  archi¬ 
tecture.  However,  we  are  asked  to  pro¬ 
vide  the  money.  It  is  up  to  the  execu¬ 
tives  to  work  out  the  details  of  the  archi¬ 
tecture  and  the  design. 

We  told  officials  to  go  back  and  work 
on  this  design  some  more,  that  their 
original  proposal  was  too  modernistic. 
They  did  go  back  and  do  just  that. 

This  morning  I  asked  Mr.  Douglas, 
Secretary  of  the  Air  Force,  to  write  me  a 
letter.  I  said,  “I  do  not  want  you  to 
recommend  what  we  should  do  but  please 
tell  me  what  your  position  is  and  what 
the  background  is  in  a  letter  than  I  can 
read  to  the  House,  giving  your  position.” 

In  the  letter  which  I  have  received  he 
states  as  follows: 

Ever  since  the  master  plan  for  the  Academy 
began  to  take  shape  nearly  4  years  ago  it 
has  been  recognized  that  the  location  and 
design  of  the  chapel  must  be  such  as  to  con¬ 
tribute  distinction  to  the  whole  Air  Academy, 
as  well  as  to  provide  an  appropriate  place  for 
religious  worship. 

Here  is  the  design  of  the  Academy  over 
here  on  this  layout.  If  there  is  any¬ 
thing  outstanding  to  the  Air  Academy, 
here  in  the  shadow  of  Pike’s  Peak  and 
those  many  mountains,  probably  this 
chapel  would  be  that  outstanding  thing. 

He  stated  further : 

There  were  several  early  designs  that  were 
not  satisfactory,  but  recently  Skidmore, 
Owings  &  Merrill,  the  arcihtects,  have  de¬ 
veloped  and  presented  a  model  and  design 
drawings  for  the  chapel  which  has  won  the 
enthusiastic  support  of  the  consulting  archi¬ 
tects. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  has 
four  consulting  architects  and  they  have 
enthusiastically  endorsed  this. 

Continuing  : 

It  also  has  the  enthusiastic  approval  of 
Deputy  Secretary  Quarles,  who  was  Secretary 
of  the  Air  Force  when  the  present  plan  was 
submitted.  General  White,  Chief  of  Staff  of 
the  Air  Force,  and  myself.  The  consulting 
architects  are  men  of  outstanding  ability, 
distinguished  in  their  profession  and  well 
known  throughout  the  world.  They  are: 
Eero  Saarinen  of  Detroit,  Welton  Becket  of 
Los  Angeles,  Roy  Larson  of  Philadelphia,  and 
Dr.  Belluschi,  dean  of  architecture  at  Massa¬ 
chusetts  Institute  of  Technology.  Dr.  Bel¬ 
luschi  is  considered  to  be  one  of  the  out¬ 
standing  ecclesiastical  architects  In  the 
United  States.  As  I  have  stated,  all  four  of 
these  architects  have  given  their  enthusias¬ 
tic  approval  of  the  design  of  the  chapel. 

The  proposed  chapel  will  house  under  one 
roof  in  separate  chapels  members  of  Prot¬ 
estant  faiths,  members  of  the  Catholic 
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Church  and  members  of  the  Hebrew  faith. 
The  concept  of  bringing  together  In  one 
structure  appropriate  separate  chapels  for 
each  of  the  three  great  faiths  of  the  Western 
World  as  carried  out  in  the  present  propo¬ 
sal  has  been  reviewed  by  leaders  of  all  three 
faiths,  and  those  consulted  have  given  their 
unqualified  approval. 

One  of  the  most  interesting  things  to  me 
about  the  design  is  that,  while  the  ma¬ 
terials  are  modern  and  the  proposed  struc¬ 
ture  will  fit  in  well  with  the  modern  design 
of  the  other  buildings  of  the  Academy  group, 
the  exterior  of  the  structure  and  the  larger 
chapel  are  strongly  reminiscent  of  the 
Gothic  cathedrals  that  still  contribute  so 
much  beauty  to  Western  Europe  and  to  so 
many  American  universities. 

Skidmore,  Owings,  and  Merrill  have 
just  recently  been  awarded  the  gold 
medal  by  the  American  Institute  of  Ar¬ 
chitects  for  the  design. 

Of  course,  it  would  be  ridiculous  to 
have  a  big  Gothic  cathedral  in  this  set¬ 
ting  of  modernistic  buildings.  The  basic 
structures  are  about  23  percent  complete. 
They  will  be  81  percent  complete  in 
September  next  year,  when  the  Academy 
is  opened,  and  the  question  is,  do  you 
want  to  open  the  Academy  without  some 
sort  of  a  chapel  in  existence  or  under 
construction.  Now,  this  is  what  they 
have  come  up  with  after  4  years.  While 
I  do  not  feel  it  is  my  responsibility  to 
make  this  decision,  the  question  is.  Shall 
we  provide  them  with  the  $3  million? 
Three  million  dollars  would  not  begin  to 
build  the  gothic  type  of  cathedral  that 
has  been  suggested  as  a  substitute  for 
this. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  expired. 

(Mr.  MAHON  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  proceed  for  3  additional  min¬ 
utes.) 

Mr.  MAHON.  So,  that  is  where  we 
sit.  For  less  than  one-half  of  the  cost 
of  one  big  B-52  bomber  we  are  asked  to 
provide  funds  for  the  chapel.  Our  de¬ 
cision  now  is.  Shall  we  let  the  executive 
branch  of  this  Government  have  $3  mil¬ 
lion  to  build  the  chapel.  We  have  cau¬ 
tioned  Air  Force  officials  in  regard  to  the 
design  for  many  months.  We  have  de¬ 
layed  construction  plans  in  the  hope  of 
getting  an  acceptable  chapel.  I  think  we 
have  to  let  them  make  that  decision. 
Let  us  not  allow  this  symbol  to  be  absent 
when  the  Academy  opens  in  1958. 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  Mahon.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  GARY.  I  am  inclined  to  agree 
with  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Scrivner],  with  my  limited  knowledge  of 
architecture,  as  to  everything  he  says 
about  that  structure.  It  does  seem  to 
me  to  be  a  monstrosity,  but  I  am  wor¬ 
ried  about  this :  What  is  going  to  happen 
if  we  undertake  to  decide  here  on  the 
floor  of  the  House  the  design  for  each 
building  that  this  Government  erects? 

Mr.  MAHON.  The  gentleman  from 
Kansas,  my  devoted  friend,  said  he  just 
wants  one  spire.  But,  somebody  else  may 
want  2  spires  and  still  a  third  person 
might  want  6  spires.  You  could  not  get 
a  model  for  exhibition  that  the  Members 
of  the  Congress  would  approve.  That  is 
not  our  province,  anyway.  We  have  had 
some  of  the  best  men  available  working 


on  this  through  the  executive  depart¬ 
ment.  They  have  made  their  decision, 
and  they  have  asked  us  for  the  money, 
and  in  this  broad  sweep  of  perspective 
out  there  in  Colorado  I  do  not  know  but 
that  we  will  be  happy  in  future  years  over 
the  decision  we  make  today  to  let  them 
have  the  money  to  build  the  chapel. 

Mrs.  BOLTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAHON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
woman  from  Ohio. 

Mrs.  BOLTON.  I  would  like  to  ask 
whether  these  same  architects  were  the 
ones  who  built  the  embassies  in  various 
parts  of  the  world,  like  Madrid,  and 
so  on. 

Mr.  MAHON.  I  cannot  comment  on. 
that  now  because  of  the  limited  time  at 
my  disposal.  I  agree  however  that  some 
of  our  embassies  are  in  extremely  bad 
taste. 

Mrs.  BOLTON.  I  would  like  to  sug¬ 
gest  that  this  Congress  become  a  little 
bit  more  interested  in  what  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Department  O.  K.’s  by  way  of  struc¬ 
tures  all  over  the  world. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAHON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Why  should  we  build  a 
$3  million  cathedral  for  the  Air  Force 
Academy?  Why  not  a  conventional 
church  at  a  reasonable  cost? 

Mr.  MAHON.  This  is  a  chapel,  it  is 
not  a  cathedral.  And  in  the  light  of  the 
cost  of  construction  of  such  buildings, 
this  is  probably  about  as  inexpensive  as 
anything  you  could  build  under  the  cir¬ 
cumstances  for  the  Air  Force  Academy. 

Mr.  GROSS.  How  much  has  the 
Academy  cost  up  to  this  point?  If  I 
remember  correctly  the  total  cost  was 
originally  estimated  at  about  $125  mil¬ 
lion. 

Mr.  MAHON.  The  total  authorization 
is  $147  million.  Costs  have  gone  up  23 
percent  since  it  was  first  authorized.  It 
is  an  expensive  undertaking.  I  would 
prefer  an  armed  services  academy  for  all 
the  services.  But  we  have  it  under  con¬ 
struction  and  the  Air  Force  is  marking 
time  to  start  the  chapel.  I  say  let  us 
not  deny  the  money. 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAHON.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Kansas. 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  I  agree  that  we  can¬ 
not  take  the  time  to  supervise  design  and 
construction.  All  we  are  talking  about 
here  today  is  whether  or  not  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  the 
Representatives  of  the  citizens  and  tax¬ 
payers  of  the  United  States  want  to  put 
their  stamp  of  approval  on  an  expendi¬ 
ture  of  $3  million  for  this  all-aluminum 
monstrosity — not  as  to  all  the  buildings 
but  as  to  this  specific  building.  That  is 
the  question. 

Mr.  MAHON.  A  great  many  impor¬ 
tant  people,  architects  and  engineers,  do 
not  think  it  is  a  monstrosity.  It  is  true 
that  there  is  a  lot  of  aluminum  in  the 
chapel.  Also,  the  stained  glass  in  this 
chapel  will  cost  a  considerable  amount  of 
money.  It  seems  to  me  we  should  per¬ 
mit  the  Air  Force  to  proceed  with  the 
chapel. 
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The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Mahon]  has 
expired. 

Mi*.  BRAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  sup¬ 
plemental  appropriation  bill  now  before 
us  is  the  height  of  irresponsibility.  Sup¬ 
plemental  appropriation  bills  are  often 
necessary  to  take  care  of  emergency 
situations  or  rectify  miscalculations  in 
the  regular  money  bills.  In  this  bill, 
however,  are  numerous  appropriations 
which  in  no  manner  can  be  called  emer¬ 
gencies  or  unexpected.  There  are  un¬ 
doubtedly  some  worthwhile  proposals  in 
the  bill;  there  are  some  necessary  ex¬ 
penditures.  But  I  must  object  to  tying 
in  with  these  a  raft  of  new  proposals, 
which  do  not  belong  in  a  supplemental 
appropriation  bill. 

In  this  bill  there  is  new  construction, 
new  items  of  foreign  aid,  and  many 
other  new  items.  I  feel  that  with  this 
type  of  hodge-podge  before  us,  we  must 
vote  against  the  bill.  A  nay  vote  will, 
I  think,  inform  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  that  the  House  desires  to  see  in¬ 
cluded  in  a  supplemental  appropriation 
bill  only  those  appropriations  which  are 
of  a  truly  supplemental  (not  merely 
additional)  nature. 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
have  a  personal  interest  in  this  matter 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Air  Acad¬ 
emy  is  being  constructed  in  my  district 
near  the  city  of  Colorado  Springs.  I 
am  very  much  concerned  over  the  dis¬ 
cussion  involving  the  architecture  of  the 
chapel  that  is  to  be  built  at  the  Acad¬ 
emy. 

I  feel  that  it  is  very  unfortunate  that 
the  controversy  over  the  style  and  archi¬ 
tecture  of  this  chapel  has  been  con¬ 
tinued  to  this  date.  I  recall  when  the 
first  model  of  the  chapel  was  exhibited 
in  Colorado  Springs  over  2  years  ago. 
This  model  met  with  instant  and  vio¬ 
lent  disapproval.  However,  the  archi¬ 
tects  stated  that  it  was  not  intended  to 
represent  the  final  form  of  the  chapel. 
We  were  advised  that  the  chapel  would 
look  much  different  when  the  plans  were 
completed.  I  have  been  hoping  that  it 
would  be  possible  to  construct  a  chapel 
that  would  meet  with  general  approval. 

I  was  invited  to  look  at  this  model  for 
the  first  time  early  this  week.  Frankly, 
I  was  not  impressed  with  its  appearance, 
and  it  appeared  to  resemble  the  first 
model  in  certain  aspects.  However,  I 
could  see  that  the  sti-ucture  as  contem¬ 
plated  would  have  many  advantages  over 
the  more  conventional  type  of  chapel. 
It  was  explained  how  the  3  principal 
religions  would  have  separate  chapels  in 
which  to  meet,  all  under  1  roof.  I  per¬ 
sonally  thought  that  the  chapel  was  a 
little  too  extreme  and  modernistic. 
However,  I  am  not  an  expert  in  these 
matters  and  I  am  willing  to  accept  the 
judgment  of  those  who  have  worked  so 
long  in  getting  these  plans  ready. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  now  ready  to  ap¬ 
prove  this  chapel,  and  I  hope  that  the 
House  will  give  its  approval  to  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  chapel  at  this  time.  I 
consider  it  very  important  to  have  this 
chapel  completed  at  the  earliest  possible 
date.  The  cadets  will  be  moving  into  the 
new  buildings  at  Colorado  Springs  in 
September  1958.  It  is  my  understanding 


that  the  chapel  will  not  be  ready  for  use 
at  that  time,  but  I  trust  it  will  be  avail¬ 
able  soon  thereafter.  If  we  refuse  the 
appropriation  of  the  funds  for  the  chapel 
now,  it  will  mean  further  delay  in  the 
completion  of  the  same,  which  I  feel  will 
be  most  regrettable. 

Mr.  BECKER.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
legislation  to  my  way  of  thinking  is  im¬ 
proper  in  that  in  providing  supplemental 
appropriations  it  has  included  in  it  many 
items  totaling  tens  of  millions  of  dollars, 
which  should  be  proposed  in  separate 
legislation  in  order  to  give  a  member  the 
opportunity  to  express  himself  and  vote 
against  items  to  which  he  is  opposed. 

This  is  primarily  a  military  construc¬ 
tion  bill.  Therefore,  if  presented  as 
such,  it  could  be  debated,  amended,  and 
acted  upon  as  individual  item. 

I  am  opposed  to  several  of  the  provi¬ 
sions  in  this  bill,  and  I  cannot  conscien¬ 
tiously  vote  for  it  even  though  part  of 
the  appropriations  specified  in  the  bill 
are  good.  It  is  my  firm  conviction  that 
supplemental  appropriations  should  be 
debated  on  their  individual  merits  and 
not  jumbled  together  in  one  huge  bill 
totaling  $1,500,000,000. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  having  been  a  member 
of  the  Board  of  Visitors  to  the  Air  Acad¬ 
emy  for  2  years,  while  this  Academy  is 
not  in  my  district  but  is  60  miles  to  the 
south,  it  has  been  my  happy  pleasure 
throughout  the  time  that  we  have  au¬ 
thorized  the  construction  of  the  Air 
Force  Academy  12  miles  north  of  Colo¬ 
rado  Springs,  to  be  in  close  contact  with 
the  progress  made  at  the  Air  Force 
Academy. 

During  this  period  of  time  the  execu¬ 
tive  hired  the  firm  of  Skidmore,  Owings, 
and  Merrill  as  architects.  The  Congress 
authorized  originally  $127  million  and 
recently  increased  that  to  $147  million 
due  to  the  increase  of  costs. 

When  the  original  plans  were  submit¬ 
ted  by  this  architectural  firm  to  a  visit¬ 
ing  group  from  Congress  at  Colorado 
Springs,  objection  was  made  to  the  type 
of  chapel  that  was  suggested.  Those  in 
charge  of  the  construction  were  very 
apprehensive  that  they  were  going  be¬ 
yond  their  rights  in  the  matter.  They 
were  asked  by  the  Congress  and  by  the 
committee  back  in  1954  to  reconsider  the 
design  of  the  chapel.  I  personally  know 
that  those  in  charge  of  the  construction, 
those  who  desire  to  see  that  we  have  a 
first-class  Academy,  have  given  a  great 
deal  of  time  and  study  to  this  chapel. 
In  fact,  on  each  of  the  visits  by  the  Board 
of  Visitors  to  the  Air  Force  Academy  we 
discussed  this  matter  in  detail.  They 
indicated  to  us  then  and  they  will  indi¬ 
cate  to  the  Members  now  that  their  only 
object  and  their  only  purpose  is  to  have 
a  chapel  where  those  who  desire  to  wor¬ 
ship  may  do  so  in  the  usual  manner.  It 
was  with  that  in  view  and  with  that 
instruction  I  am  sure  that  the  executive 
department  said  to  the  architects, 
“Come  forward  with  a  structure  that  will 
provide  us  a  good  chapel.”  It  was  with 
that  in  mind  that  they  submitted  this 
design. 

Should  we,  each  of  us  at  this  time,  take 
the  position  that  we  shall  be  the  archi¬ 


August  7 

tect  to  ascertain  whether  or  not  this  is 
the  kind  of  chapel  we  ought  to  have,  shall 
each  Member  of  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  each  one  of  the  435  Members, 
make  the  decision  as  to  the  kind  of 
chapel  we  are  going  to  have? 

Orderly  government  requires  that  we 
delegate  some  responsibility.  We  have 
given  that  responsibility  to  this  firm 
through  the  executive  department,  par¬ 
ticularly  the  Air  Force  and  those  who 
are  interested  in  educating  the  men  for 
the  Air  Force  in  the  future.  Let  us  stick 
by  them  and  give  sufficient  funds  to  build 
this  chapel  because,  without  it,  when 
they  open  the  Air  Force  Academy  at 
Colorado  Springs  as  they  hope  to  do  on 
September  1,  1958,  they  will  have  to  open 
it  without  a  chapel,  without  any  place 
to  worship.  I  am  sure  that  none  of  you 
want  to  say  that  you  contributed  to  the 
construction  of  a  school  that  did  not 
provide  a  place  of  worship  for  those  who 
want  to  worship. 

Mr.  HARDY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  HARDY.  I  think  the  gentleman 
will  recall  that  I  was  with  him  at  the 
time  this  whole  proposition  was  first 
brought  to  our  attention.  I  think  he 
will  rememeber  that  the  original  design 
was  shown  to  us  at  Colorado  Springs. 
The  monstrosity  that  was  then  evident  is 
still  evident,  and  it  seems  barbaric  to 
me. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  may  consider  it  a  monstrosity 
and  many  other  Members  of  the  House 
may  consider  it  the  same.  I  may  not 
agree  with  the  plan,  but  how  are  you 
going  to  determine  it?  Orderly  proc¬ 
esses  of  government  requires  you  do  put 
it  in  the  hands  of  those  who  have  the 
contract  to  do  it? 

Mr.  HARDY.  I  am  in  complete  agree¬ 
ment  that  there  are  probably  as  many 
different  opinions  on  what  type  of  struc¬ 
ture  ought  to  be  built  as  there  are  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  House.  I  certainly  don’t 
profess  to  be  an  authority  on  design,  but 
I  do  know  that  this  offends  my  concept 
of  what  a  house  of  worship  should  look 
like. 

In  the  beginning  there  was  a  lot  of 
criticism  of  the  design  of  this  chapel. 
The  Air  Force  said  they  would  get  a  new 
design.  This  thing  before  us  is  essen¬ 
tially  the  same  as  that  originally  pro¬ 
posed.  It  ought  to  be  redesigned. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  as  I  stated  yesterday, 
the  beginning  of  the  Burke  Airport  will 
be  the  beginning  of  a  program  costing 
the  taxpayers  from  $75  to  a  possible  $125 
million.  I  think  the  beginning  of  such  a 
program  is  sufficient  to  warrant  a  roll- 
call  on  the  floor  of  this  House  as  to 
whether  or  not  this  House  as  the  House 
of  Representatives  will  go  on  record  as 
committing  the  Congress  and  the  tax¬ 
payers  to  the  expenditure  of  a  possible 
$100  million  for  the  construction  of  an 
airport  which,  with  the  Friendship  Air¬ 
port  just  a  few  miles  away  from  here,  is 
absoluely  unnecessary  today,  if  the  Civil 
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Aeronautics  Administration  will  do  what 
it  is  supposed  to  do.  So  it  is  my  inten¬ 
tion,  Mr.  Chairman,  and  I  hope  suffi¬ 
cient  Members  of  the  House  will  back 
me  up  when  we  get  back  into  the  House, 
to  demand  a  rollcall  on  that  amendment. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
that  the  Committee  do  now  rise  and  re¬ 
port  the  bill  back  to  the  House  with  sun¬ 
dry  amendments,  with  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  that  the  amendments  be  agreed  to 
and  that  the  bill  as  amended,  do  pass. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Kilday,  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union,  reported  that  that  Committee, 
having  had  under  consideration  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9131)  making  supplemental  ap¬ 
propriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1958,  and  for  other  purposes, 
had  directed  him  to  report  the  bill  back 
to  the  House  with  sundry  amendments, 
wth  the  recommendation  that  the 
amendments  be  agreed  to  and  that  the 
bill  as  amended  do  pass. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  bill  and  all 
amendments  thereto  to  final  passage. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  a  separate  vote 
demanded  on  any  amendment? 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  demand  a  separate  vote  on 
the  so-called  Thomas  amendment  to 
chapter  I  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  a  separate  vote 
demanded  on  any  other  amendment? 

Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand 
a  separate  vote  on  the  so-called  Scrivner 
amendment,  to  strike  out  funds  for  the 
Air  Force  Academy  Chapel. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  a  separate  vote 
demanded  on  any  other  amendment? 

Mr.  BUDGE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand 
a  separate  vote  on  the  Rooney  amend¬ 
ment,  appearing  on  page  18  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  first  amendment  on  which  a 
separate  vote  has  been  demanded. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

On  page  2,  line  1,  insert: 

“chapter  i 

"Department  of  Commerce 
“Civil  Aeronautics  Administration 
“Construction  and  development,  additional 
Washington  Airport 

"For  necessary  expenses  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  and  development  of  a  public  airport  in 
the  vicinity  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as 
authorized  by  the  act  of  September  7,  1950 
(64  Stat.  770),  including  acquisition  of  land, 
$12,500,000,  to  remain  available  until  ex¬ 
pended  :  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  a  total 
of  $250,000  may  be  advanced  to  the  appli¬ 
cable  appropriations  of  the  Civil  Aeronau¬ 
tics  Administration  for  necessary  adminis¬ 
trative  expenses.” 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  on  that  I  demand  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  refused. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  H.  Carl  An¬ 
dersen)  there  were — yeas  150,  noes  59. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 

Speaker,  I  object  to  the  vote  on  the 


ground  that  a  quorum  is  not  present, 
and  make  the  point  of  order  that  a  quo¬ 
rum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will 
count.  [After  counting.]  Two  hundred 
and  thirty-two  Members  are  present,  a 
quorum. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  on  which  a 
separate  vote  is  demanded. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Page  6,  line  14,  strike  out  the  period  and 
insert:  " Provided ,  That  no  part  hereof  shall 
be  applied  to  the  construction  of  the  Air 
Force  Academy  Chapel.” 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  Scrivner) 
there  were — ayes  83,  noes  147. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  for 
the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  refused. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  on  which  a 
separate  vote  is  demanded. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Page  18,  line  1,  insert: 

“educational,  scientific,  and  cultural 

ACTIVITIES 

“For  expenses  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  section  1011  (d)  of  the  United  States 
Information  and  Educational  Exchange  Act 
of  1948,  as  amended  (22  U.  S.  C.  1442  (d))» 
$3,525,000.” 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Morano) 
there  were — ayes  146,  noes  75. 

Mr.  JOHANSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  de¬ 
mand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  refused. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  engrossment  and  third  reading  of 
the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time  and  was  read  the 
third  time. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
motion  to  recommit. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  the  gentleman  op¬ 
posed  to  the  bill? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  am,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  motion  to  recommit. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Taber  moves  to  recommit  the  bill, 
H.  R.  9131,  to  the  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  with  instructions  to  report  the  same 
back  to  the  House  forthwith  with  the  fol¬ 
lowing  amendment:  On  page  16,  line  20, 
strike  out  $13,317,000  and  insert:  $3,533,000. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  motion  to 
recommit. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  that  I 
demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  158,  nays  244,  not  voting  30, 
as  follows: 


[Roll  No.  175] 
YEAS— 158 


Adair 

Dooley 

Moore 

Aiger 

Dorn,  N.  Y. 

Morano 

Allen,  Calif. 

Dwyer 

Mumma 

Allen,  m. 

Fallon 

Neal 

Andersen, 

Fino 

Nicholson 

H.  Carl 

Ford 

Nimtz 

Andresen, 

Frelinghuysen 

Norblad 

August  H. 

George 

O'Hara,  Minn. 

Arends 

Griffin 

Osmers 

Auchincloss 

Gross 

Ostertag 

Ayres 

Gwinn 

Patterson 

Baldwin 

Hale 

Pillion 

Bass,  N.  H. 

Halleck 

Poff 

Bates 

Harden 

Prouty 

Becker 

Harrison,  Nebr. 

Radwan 

Belcher 

Harvey 

Ray 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Hebert 

Rees,  Kans. 

Berry 

Henderson 

Rhodes,  Ariz. 

Betts 

Heselton 

Riehlman 

Bolton 

Hess 

Sadlak 

Bosch 

Hiestand 

St.  George 

Bow 

Hoeven 

Saylor 

Bray 

Hoffman 

Schenck 

Broomfield 

Hosmer 

Scherer 

Brown,  Ohio 

Hyde 

Schwengel 

Brownson 

Jackson 

Scrivner 

Broyhill 

Jensen 

Scudder 

Budge 

Johansen 

Seely-Brown 

Byrne,  Ill. 

Jonas 

Sheehan 

Byrnes,  Wis. 

Judd 

Siler 

Canfield 

Kean 

Simpson,  HI. 

Cederberg 

Keating 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Chamberlain 

Keeney 

Smith,  Calif. 

Chiperfield 

Knox 

Smith,  Kans. 

Church 

Krueger 

Smith,  Wis. 

Clevenger 

Laird 

Springer 

Cole 

Latham 

Stauffer 

Collier 

LeCompte 

Taber 

Coudert 

Lipscomb 

Talle 

Cramer 

McCulloch 

Teague,  Calif. 

Cretella 

McDonough 

Tewes 

Cunningham, 

McGregor 

Thomson,  Wyo. 

Iowa 

Mclntire 

Utt 

Cunningham, 

McIntosh 

Van  Zandt 

Nebr. 

McVey 

Vorys 

Curtin 

Mailliard 

Vursell 

Curtis,  Mass. 

Martin 

Wain  wright 

Curtis,  Mo. 

May 

Weaver 

Dawson,  Utah 

Meader 

Westland 

Dellay 

Merrow 

Wigglesworth 

Dennison 

Michel 

Williams,  N.  Y. 

Derounian 

Miller,  Md. 

■Wilson,  Ind. 

Devereux 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Withrow 

Dixon 

Minshall 

NAYS— 244 

Younger 

Abbitt 

Clark 

Gordon 

Abernethy 

Coad 

Granahan 

Addonizio 

Coffin 

Grant 

Albert 

Colmer 

Gray 

Alexander 

Cooley 

Green,  Oreg. 

Anderson, 

Cooper 

Green,  Pa. 

Mont. 

Corbett 

Gregory 

Andrews 

Davis,  Ga. 

Griffiths 

Ashley 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Gubser 

Ashmore 

Dawson,  Ill. 

Hagen 

Aspinall 

Delaney 

Haley 

Avery 

Dempsey 

Hardy 

Bailey 

Denton 

Harris 

Baker 

Dies 

Harrison,  Va. 

Baring 

Diggs 

Hays,  Ark. 

Barrett 

Dingell 

Hays,  Ohio 

Bass,  Tenn. 

Dollinger 

Healey 

Baumhart 

Donohue 

Hemphill 

Beckworth 

Dorn,  S.  C. 

Herlong 

Bennett,  Fla. 

Dowdy 

Hill 

Blatnik 

Doyle 

Holifield 

Elitch 

Durham 

Holland 

Boggs 

Eberharter 

Holmes 

Boland 

Edmondson 

Holt 

Bolling 

Elliott 

Horan 

Bonner 

Engle 

Huddleston 

Boykin 

Evins 

Hull 

Boyle 

Farbstein 

Ikard 

Breeding 

Fascell 

James 

Brooks,  La. 

Feighan 

Jarman 

Brooks,  Tex. 

Fenton 

Jennings 

Brown,  Ga. 

Fisher 

Johnson 

Brown,  Mo. 

Flood 

Jones,  Ala. 

Burdick 

Flynt 

Jones,  Mo. 

Burleson 

Fogarty 

Karsten 

Bush 

Forand 

Kearns 

Byrd 

Forrester 

Kelley,  Pa. 

Byrne,  Pa. 

Fountain 

Kelly,  N.  Y. 

Cannon 

Frazier 

Keogh 

Carnahan 

Friedel 

Kilday 

C'arrigg 

Fulton 

Kilgore 

Chelf 

Gar  mats 

King 

Chenoweth 

Gary 

Kirwan 

Christopher 

Gathings 

Kitchin 

Chudoif 

Gavin 

Kluczinskl 
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Knutson 

O’Brien,  N.  Y. 

Shuford 

Brooks,  La. 

Harden 

O’Hara,  Minn. 

Colmer 

Jenkins 

Ray 

Landrum 

O'Hara,  Ill. 

Sieminski 

Brooks,  Tex. 

Hardy 

O’Konski 

Cunningham, 

Jensen 

Rhodes,  Ariz, 

Lane 

OKonski 

Sikes 

Broomfield 

Harris 

O’Neil 

Nebr. 

Johansen 

Riehlman 

Lanham 

O’Neil 

Sisk 

Brown,  Ga. 

Haskell 

Osmers 

Curtis,  Mo. 

Jonas 

Schenck 

Lankford 

Passman 

Smith,  Miss. 

Brown,  Mo. 

Hays,  Ark. 

Passman 

Davis,  Ga. 

Keeney 

Scherer 

Lennon 

Patman 

Smith,  Va. 

Broyhill 

Hays,  Ohio 

Patman 

Dawson,  Utah 

Knox 

Schwengel 

Lesinski 

Peliy 

Spence 

Burdick 

Healey 

Patterson 

Dies 

Krueger 

Simpson,  Ill. 

Long 

Perkins 

Staggers 

Burleson 

Hubert 

Peliy 

Dixon 

Laird 

Smith,  Calif. 

Loser 

Pfost 

Steed 

Bush 

Hemphill 

Perkins 

Forrester 

Lipscomb 

Smith,  Kans. 

McCarthy 

Philbin 

Sullivan 

Byrd 

Herlong 

Pfost 

George 

McCulloch 

Smith,  Va. 

McCormack 

Pilcher 

Teague,  Tex. 

Byrne,  Til. 

Heselton 

Philbin 

Gross 

McGregor 

Smith,  Wis. 

McFall 

Poage 

Teller 

Byrne,  Pa. 

Hill 

Pilcher 

Gwlnn 

McVey 

Taber 

McGovern 

Polk 

Thomas 

Canfield 

Holifield 

Poage 

Harrison,  Nebr. 

Mack,  Wash. 

Talle 

McMillan 

Porter 

Thompson,  N.  J. 

Cannon 

Holland 

Polk 

Harrison,  Va. 

Michel 

Thomson,  Wyo. 

Macdonald 

Price 

Thompson,  Tex. 

Carnahan 

Holmes 

Porter 

Harvey 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Tuck 

Machrowicz 

Rabaut 

Thornberry 

C’arrigg 

Holt 

Price 

Henderson 

MlnshaU 

Utt 

Mack.  m. 

Rains 

Tollefson 

Cederberg 

Horan 

Prouty 

Hess 

Nicholson 

Weaver 

Mack,  Wash. 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Trimble 

Chamberlain 

Hosmer 

Rabaut 

Hiestand 

Norblad 

Williams,  N.  Y. 

Madden 

Reuss 

Tuck 

Chelf 

Huddleston 

Radwan 

Hoeven 

Pillion 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Magnuson 

Rhodes,  Pa. 

Udall 

Chenoweth 

Hull 

Rains 

Hoffman 

Poff 

Mahon 

Marshall 

Riley 

Roberts 

Ullman 

Vanik 

Chiperfield 

Christopher 

Hyde 

Ikard 

Reece,  Tenn. 
Rees,  Kans. 

NOT  VOTING— 27 

Matthews 

Metcalf 

Miller.  Calif. 

Mills 

Montoya 

Morgan 

Morris 

Morrison 

Moss 

Moulder 

Multer 

Murray 

Natcher 

Norrell 

O’Brien,  Ill. 


Anfuso 

Barden 

Beamer 

Bentley 

Buckley 

Celler 

Hague 

Haskell 

Hillings 

Holtzman 


Robeson,  Va. 
Robsion,  Ky. 
Rodino 
Rogers,  Colo. 
Rogers,  Fla. 
Rogers,  Tex. 
Rooney 
Roosevelt 
Rutherford 
v  Santangelo 
Saund 
Scott,  N.  C. 
Selden 
Shelley 
Sheppard 

NOT  VOT1NG- 

Jenkins 

Kearney 

Kee 

Ktlbum 

McConnell 

Mason 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Powell 

Preston 

Reed 


Walter 

Watts 

Whitener 

Whitten 

Wier 

Williams,  Miss. 

Willis 

Winstead 

Wolverton 

Wright 

Yates 

Young 

Zablocki 

Zelenko 

-30 

Rivers 

Rogers,  Mass. 
Scott,  Pa. 
Taylor 

Thompson,  La. 
Van  Pelt 
Vinson 
Wharton 
Widnall 
Wilson,  Calif. 


So  the  motion  to  recommit  was  re¬ 
jected. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs : 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Taylor  for,  with  Mr.  Preston  against. 

Mr.  Kearney  for,  with  Mr.  Holtzman 
against. 

Mr.  Hillings  for,  with  Mr.  Thompson  of 
Louisiana  against. 

Mr.  Widnall  for,  with  Mr.  Celler  against. 

Mr.  Reed  of  New  York  for,  with  Mr.  Buck- 
ley  against. 

Mr.  Beamer  for,  with  Mr.  Anfuso  against. 

Mr.  Scott  of  Pennsylvania  for,  with  Mr. 
Vinson  against. 

Mr.  Bentley  for,  with  Mr.  Powell  against. 

Until  further  notice: 

Mr.  Barden  with  Mr.  Dague. 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  that  I 
ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken  and  there 
were — yeas  330,  nays  75,  not  voting  27, 
as  follows: 

[Roll  No.  176] 

YEAS — 330 

Abemethy  Aspinall 

Addonizio  Auchlncloss 

Albert  Avery 

Alexander  Ayres 

Allen,  Calif.  Bailey 

AUen,  Ill.  Baker 

Anderson,  Baldwin 

Mont.  Baring 

Andresen,  Barrett 

August  H.  Bass,  N.  H. 

Andrews  Bass,  Tenn. 

Arends  Bates 

Ashley  Baumhart 

Ashmore  Beckworth 


Belcher 

Bennett,  Fla. 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Blatnik 

Blitch 

Boggs 

Boland 

Bolling 

Bolton 

Bonner 

Bosch 

Boykin 

Boyle 

Breeding 


ChudoS 
Church 
Clark 
Coad 
Coffin 
Cooley 
Cooper 
Corbett 
Coudert 
Cramer 
Cretella 
Cunningham, 
Iowa 
Curtin 
Curtis,  Mass. 
Davis,  Tenn. 
Dawson,  Ill. 
Delaney 
Dellay 
Dempsey 
Dennison 
Denton 
Derounian 
Devereux 
Diggs 
Dingell 
Dollinger 
Donohue 
Dooley 
Dorn,  N.  Y. 
Dorn,  S.  O. 
Dowdy 
Doyle 
Durham 
Dwyer 
Eberharter 
Edmondson 
Elliott 
Engle 
Evins 
Fallon 
Farbstein 
Fascell 
Felghan 
Fenton  . 

Fino 

Fisher 

Flood 

Flynt 

Fogarty 

Forand 

Ford 

Fountain 

Frazier 

Frelinghuysen 

Friedel 

Fulton 

Garmatz 

Gary 

Gathlngs 

Gavin 

Gordon 

Granahan 

Grant 

Gray 

Green,  Oreg. 

Green,  Pa. 

Gregory 

Griffin 

Griffiths 

Gubser 

Hagen 

Hale 

Haley 

Halleck 


Abbitt 
Adair 
Alger 
Andersen, 
H.  Carl 
Barden 


Jackson 

James 

Jarman 

Jennings 

Johnson 

Jones,  Ala. 

Jones,  Mo. 

Judd 

Karsten 

Kean 

Kearns 

Keating 

Kee 

Kelley,  Pa. 

Kelly,  N.  Y. 

Keogh 

Kilday 

Kilgore 

King 

Kirwan 

Kitchin 

Kluczynski 

Knutson 

Landrum 

Lane 

Lanham 

Lankford 

Latham 

LeCompte 

Lennon 

Lesinski 

Long 

Loser 

McCarthy 

McCormack 

McDonough 

McFall 

McGovern 

Mclntire 

McIntosh 

McMillan 

Macdonald 

Machrowicz 

Mack,  Ill. 

Madden 

Magnuson 

Mahon 

Mailliard 

Marshall 

Martin 

Matthews 

May 

Meader 

Merrow 

Metcalf 

Miller,  Calif. 

Miller,  Md. 

Mills 

Montoya 

Moore 

Morano 

Morgan 

Morris 

Morrison 

Moss 

Moulder 

Multer 

Mumma 

Murray 

Natcher 

Nimtz 

Norrell 

O'Brien,  Ill. 

O’Brien,  N.Y, 

O’Hara,  Ill. 

NAYS— 75 

Becker 

Berry 

Betts 

Bow 

Bray 

Brown,  Ohio 


Reuss 

Rhodes,  Pa. 

Riley 

Roberts 

Robeson,  Va. 

Robsion,  Ky. 

Rodino 

Rogers,  Colo. 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Rogers,  Tex. 

Rooney 

Roosevelt 

Rutherford 

Sadlak 

Santangelo 

St.  George 

Saund 

Saylor 

Scott,  N.  C. 

Serivner 

Scudder 

Seely-Brown 

Selden 

Sheehan 

Shelley 

Sheppard 

Shuford 

Sieminski 

Sikes 

Siler 

Sisk 

Smith,  Miss. 

Spence 

Springer 

Staggers 

Stauffer 

Steed 

Sullivan 

Teague,  Calif. 

Teague,  Tex. 

Teller 

Tewes 

Thomas 

Thompson,  N.  J. 

Thompson,  Tex. 

Thornberry 

Tollefson 

Trimble 

TJdall 

Ullman 

Vanik 

Van  Zandt 

Vorys 

Vursell 

Wain  wright 

Walter 

Watts 

Westland 

Whitener 

Whitten 

Widnall 

Wier 

Wigglesworth 

Williams,  Miss. 

Willis 

Winstead 

Withrow 

Wolverton 

Wright 

Yates 

Young 

Younger 

Zablocki 

Zelenko 


Brownson 

Budge 

Byrnes,  Wis. 

Clevenger 

Cole 

Collier 


Anfuso 

Beamer 

Bentley 

Buckley 

Celler 

Dague 

Hillings 

Holtzman 

Kearney 


Kilburn 

McConnell 

Mason 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Neal 

Ostertag 

Powell 

Preston 

Reed 


Rivers 
Scott,  Pa. 
Simpson,  Pa. 
Taylor 

Thompson,  La. 
Van  Pelt 
Vinson 
Wharton 
Wilson,  Calif. 


So  the  bill  was  passed. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs : 

Mr.  Holtzman  with  Mr.  Beamer. 

Mr.  Vinson  with  Mr.  Bentley. 

Mr.  Preston  with  Mr.  Kearney. 

Mr.  Buckley  with  Mr.  Simpson  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 

Mr.  Celler  with  Mr.  Dague. 

Mr.  Anfuso  with  Mr.  Mason. 

Mr.  Rivers  with  Mr.  Miller  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Thompson  of  Louisiana  with  Mr.  Tay¬ 
lor. 

Mr.  Powell  with  Mr.  Van  Pelt. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN,  Mr. 
SHEEHAN,  and  Mr.  BREEDING 
changed  their  vote  from  “nay”  to  “yea.” 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

(Mr.  CANNON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point.) 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would 
like  at  this  time  to  make  a  brief  explan¬ 
ation  as  to  the  intent  of  the  committee 
in  regard  to  section  1201  of  the  bill.  This 
section  makes  a  limited  revision  of  that 
part  of  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Stat¬ 
utes,  as  amended,  which  relates  to  mak¬ 
ing  apportionments  of  appropriations. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  revi¬ 
sion  is  to  make  applicable  to  the  head 
of  the  agency  requesting  or  recommend¬ 
ing  an  apportionment  those  provisions 
of  the  law  precluding  apportionment  or 
reapportionment  on  a  basis  indicating 
necessity  for  a  deficiency  or  supplemen¬ 
tal  appropriation  unless  within  excep¬ 
tions  expressly  set  out  in  the  law.  Pres¬ 
ently,  only  the  officer  approving  the  ap¬ 
portionment — the  Director  of  the  Bud¬ 
get — is  subject  to  such  prohibition.  But 
he  is  not  directly  in  charge  of  adminis¬ 
tration  of  the  funds;  he  does  not  per¬ 
sonally  justify  the  budget  program  be¬ 
fore  the  committees;  he  is  not  directly 
accountable  to  the  committees  for  stew¬ 
ardship  of  funds  allocated  to  his  admin¬ 
istration.  These  responsibilities  devolve 
upon  the  agency  head. 

Experience  indicates  need  for  this 
amendment  so  as  to  place  directly  on 
the  agency  administering  the  funds  the 
force  of  the  prohibition  against  oper- 
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ating  on  a  deficiency  apportionment 
basis,  in  addition  to  having  responsi¬ 
bility  on  the  Director  of  the  Budget.  We 
feel  that  responsibility  should  lie  on 
both  heads. 
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(Mr.  FALLON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at 
this  point  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter.) 

Mr.  FALLON.  Mr.  SpeakerXyesterday 
during  the  discussion  concerning  an  ad¬ 
ditional  airport  being  built  at\Burke, 
Va.,  some  of  the  members  of  the  .House 
Appropriations  Committee,  including 
Congressman  Thomas,  of  Texas,  acting 
subcommittee  chairman  and  floor  man¬ 
ager  of  the  Burke  measure,  announced 
their  intentions  to  contact  the  CAB  and\ 
CAA  to  suggest  to  these  agencies  that 
they  immediately  start  using  Friend¬ 
ship  Airport.  They  feel  it  is  vitally  im¬ 
portant  that  this  be  done  while  a  third 
airport  is  being  built  in  order  to  alleviate 
the  hazards  that  daily  prevail  at  Wash¬ 
ington  National  Airport  due  to  conges¬ 
tion  caused  by  the  exceptionally  heavy 
air  traffic  and  overcrowded  conditions. 

In  connection  with  their  statements, 
and  just  at  a  time  when  those  of  us  are 
so  deeply  interested  in  greater  utilization 
of  the  facilities  at  Friendship,  I  would 
like  to  submit  some  most  heartening 
figures  recently  released  by  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board.  In  the  Washington 
Post  of  August  6  there  is  evidence  that 
Friendship  Airport  is  not  nearly  as  un¬ 
popular  as  the  administration  would 
make  it  appear  nor  is  there  an  over¬ 
whelming  preference  for  Washington 
National  Airport  among  prospective  air¬ 
line  passengers  who  live  equally  distant 
from  the  two  airports.  In  fact,  Mr. 
Speaker,  50  percent  of  those  polled  by 
the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  who  live 
equally  distant  from  National  and 
Friendship  would  be  equally  happy  if 
their  flights  originated  or  terminated  at 
Friendship. 

I  quote,  Mr.  Speaker,  from  the  story 
in  the  Washington  Post: 

In  tabulating  the  results  a  zone  was  estab¬ 
lished  about  halfway  between  the  two  air¬ 
ports  including  large  suburban  areas  in 
Montgomery  and  Prince  Georges  Counties. 
From  this  zone,  1,035  questionnaires  were 
returned,  of  which  489  favored  Friendship, 
379  favored  National,  143  were  undeclared, 
and  24  failed  to  answer. 

Several  weeks  ago,  Mr.  Speaker,  an 
examiner  for  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
held  weeks  of  testimony  concerning  new 
nonstop  service  to  Mexico/ City  and 
recommended,  without  qualification, 
that  Pan  American  Worjd  Airways  be 
certificated  to  fly  the  New  York-Mexico 
City  nonstop  and  Washington-Mexico 
City  nonstop.  I  have  been  reading  CAB 
examiner’s  reports  for  many  years,  Mr. 
Speaker,  and  this  was  the  strongest  en¬ 
dorsement  of  any  one  carrier’s  applica¬ 
tion  that  has  ever  come  to  my  atten¬ 
tion.  Significantly,  Pan  American  is  the 
only  applicant  for  this  route  which  pro¬ 
posed  use  of  Friendship  Airport  as  its 
Washington  terminal.  Flights  by  Pan 
American  to  and  from  Mexico  City  would 
stop  at'Friendship,  meaning  that  Great¬ 
er  Baltimore  would  be  placed  on  the 


trade  routes  of  the  world  because  Pan 
American’s  services  southbound  would 
continue  on  from  Mexico  City  to  Central 
and  South  America  and  its  northbound 
operations  would  continue  on  to  Balti¬ 
more  and  New  York  and  to  Europe.  Un¬ 
derstandably,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  whole 
Maryland  delegation  as  well  as  Baltimore 
city  officials  enthusiastically  supported 
the  Pan  American  application. 

Recently,  Mr.  Speaker,  there  have 
been  implications  df  skulldruggery.  I  do 
not  know  how  deeply  rooted  these  im¬ 
plications  are  but  one  of  the  most  re¬ 
liable  newsletters  circulated  thrughout 
the  country,  Babson’s  Washington  Fore¬ 
cast,  published  by  an  old  and  outstand¬ 
ing  business  statistics  organization,  im¬ 
plies  quite  strongly  that  the  executive 
branch  has  interfered  in  a  pending  de¬ 
cision  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
which  is,  as  we  all  know,  an  arm  of  the 
“ongress. 

he  Babson’s  newsletter,  Mr.  Speaker, 
suggests  that  the  first  impulse  of  the 
Board  was  to  award  the  route  to  Pan 
American  and  that  word  from  the  White 
House  iyas  passed  along  suggesting  that 
the  decision  be  reversed  in  favor  of  an¬ 
other  cartier  which  would  not  service 
Friendship,’Airport  on  this  route.  I  it 
elude  in  my  remarks  this  quotation  from 
the  Babson’s  Washington  Forecast  of 
July  29,  1957: 

Wh0*s  on  Fikst? 

A  new  storm  of 'protest  is  brewing  here 
against  White  House  interference  in  and 
recriminations  against  !quasi- judicial  boards 
and  commissions  made\up  .of  presidential 
appointees. 

There  are  persistent  repots  of  board  mem¬ 
bers’  receiving  instructions  ‘from  the  White 
House  as  to  how  they  should  vote  on  pend¬ 
ing  matters  *  *  *  and’  there’s  A  growing  list 
of  examples  of  boarq  members  ahd  commis¬ 
sioners  being  passed  up  at  reappointment 
time  because  of/their  refusal  to 'knuckle 
under  completely  to  directives  frdm  the 
executive  office.’  •  \ 

Constitutionally,  these  men  are  not\the 
same  as  high  departmental  appointees 
who  carryout  administration  policy. 

Many  ,  of  the  boards  and  commissions  in’' 
questioft  actually  were  set  up  as  watchdogs 
for  thb  legislative,  rather  than  the  executive, 
branch  of  the  Government. 

ill  of  them  are  designed  by  statute  to 
&ve  in  a  semi-independent,  quasi-judicial 
bapacity. 

Even  though  the  President  may  constitu¬ 
tionally  overrule  board  and  commission  de¬ 
cisions,  it  is  widely  reported  that  the  White 
House  has  exerted  considerable  pressure  to 
influence  board  members  to  vote  in  conform¬ 
ance  with  executive  opinion. 

Example:  Two  major  airlines  have  applied 
to  the  CAB  for  approval  of  an  air  route  to 
Mexico  City.  The  hearing  examiner  reported 
that  reasons  for  favoring  one  of  the  appli¬ 
cants  were  crystal  clear. 

In  a  preliminary  vote,  the  Board  is  re¬ 
ported  to  have  concurred,  4  to  1.  Yet,  after 
a  call  from  the  White  House,  word  is  that 
the  Board  reversed  itself,  by  a  3-2  decision. 

Whether  President  Eisenhower  is  being 
sufficiently  briefed  is  at  least  open  to  ques¬ 
tion. 

There  is  another  newsletter,  Mr. 
Speaker,  which  is  widely  circulated  in 
Washington  and  which  reaches  many 
Members  of  this  body ;  it  is  Independent 
Editorial  Services,  Ltd.,  and  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  publish  with  my  re¬ 
marks  an  editorial  contained  in  this 
newsletter  of  July  31, 1957.  It  points  out 


the  injustice  of  awarding  this  route  to 
any  airline  but  Pan  American: 

An  Important  Command  Decision 

President  Eisenhower  shortly  begins  study 
of  a  crucial  international  airline  route  pro¬ 
ceeding,  the  outcome  of  which  he  must  de¬ 
cide.  The  President  is  to  be  final  a/biter  In 
determining  whether  Pan  American  World 
Airways  or  Eastern  Air  Lines  shall  be  author¬ 
ized  to  fly  nonstop  between  Mexico  City 
and  New  York. 

Eastern  has  recently  inaugurated  service 
between  New  York  and  Mexico  City  via  New 
Orleans.  Under  a  bilateral  agreement,  a 
Mexican  airline  controlled  by  ex-President 
Miguel  Aleman  will  be  flying  the  same  route 
as  well  as  nonstop  service.  In  addition,  a 
Mexican  airline  and  an  American  airline 
will  be  flying  the'  lucrative  Mexico  City- 
Chicago  route.  In  this  instance,  the  Presi¬ 
dent  will  choosC  between  American  Airlines 
and  Braniff.  / 

The  New  York-Mexico  City  decision  could 
immediately  end  the  monopoly  which  Air 
France,  tile  World’s  biggest  airline,  enjoys. 
Air  France  is  the  only  carrier  offering 
through -service  to  Europe  from  Mexico  City 
via  New  York. 

in  American,  which  has  served  Mexico 
fQl?  28  years,  having  created  and  maintained 
xe  airways  between  the  two  countries,  is  the 
only  company  capable  now  of  competing 
with  and  excelling  the  service  offered  by  Air 
France,  even  though  the  latter  is  backed  with 
the  resources  of  France.  By  1959,  Pan  Amer¬ 
ican  will  be  the  first  carrier  anywhere  to 
fly  American-made  jet  equipment.  As  an 
exclusively  international  carrier,  Pan  Ameri¬ 
can  now  copes  effectively  with  rugged  foreign 
competition,  including  that  from  airlines 
which  in  the  past  few  years  have  been  gen¬ 
erously  treated  by  Uncle  Sam  with  rights  to 
serve  key  United  States  cities. 

As  the  supreme  tribunal  in  awarding  do¬ 
mestic  routes  and  route  extensions,  the  CAB 
understandably  concerns  itself  only  with  the 
public  convenience  and  transport  economics. 
In  international  route  matters,  the  Chief 
Executive  justifiably  has  final  say.  This  is 
part  of  his  province  in  guiding  the  Nation’s 
foreign  economic,  diplomatic,  and  trade  poli¬ 
cies  and  overseeing  the  Nation’s  security. 

The  President  must,  of  necessity,  go  be¬ 
yond  the  criteria  of  the  CAB  in  reaching  a 
wise  and  just  decision.  He  must  draw  on 
the  facts  of  the  State,  Defense,  and  Commerce 
Departments,  and  the  Central  Intelligence 
Lgency,  as  to  what  is  best  for  the  national 
interest.  On  the  basis  of  these  facts  he  must 
side  which  airline  is  most  capable  of  best 
serving  the  United  States  interests. 

The  President  probably  also  knows  that  one 
American  carrier  is  already  insolvent  in  flying 
United  States-Mexican  schedules  and  unable 
to  fulfill  Iks  commitments.  Additionally,  he 
has  heard  ’from  the  United  States  Chamber 
of  Commerce ..and  the  Air  Transport  Associa¬ 
tion,  as  well  a$  the  Senate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mittee,  in  protest  against  the  multiplicity  of 
foreign  airlines  flying  United  States  airways, 
thanks  to  the  policy  in  recent  years  of  award¬ 
ing  such  routes  freely. 

Finally,  the  President  is  aware  of  the  vast 
changes  that  have  occurred  in  the  past  two 
decades  in  the  development  of  air  service 
between  our  country  and  its  neighbor  to  the 
south.  For  13  years,  Pan  American  was  the 
sole  United  States  line  serving  Mexico  City. 
As  a  war  emergency  in  1942,  to  supplement 
the  strategic  defense  role  of  Pan  American, 
American  Airlines  was  certificated  to  operate 
in  Mexico.  Now  two  Mexican  companies— 
Aeronaves  and  CMA — face  the  prospect  of  ex¬ 
panding  into  big-league  international 'car¬ 
riers,  with  routes  to  New  York  and  beyond, 
and  to  Chicago.  President  Eisenhower  de¬ 
serves  adequate  time  for  study  of  all  salleriifc 
facts  in  this  case.  He  should  be  free  from 
the  pressures  of  partisans  on  both  sides,  the 
predilections  of  well-meaning  White  House 
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Iriepfis  with  access  to  the  President's  ear, 
and  me  preferences  of  aides. 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  in  the  city  of  Balti¬ 
more  areuiot  championing  any  particu¬ 
lar  carrier's  opposed  to  another  except, 
in  this  casevPan  American  World  Air¬ 
ways  predicated  a  principal  part  of  this 
case  before  a \CAB  examiner  on  the 
premise  that  Pan  American  would  service 
Friendship  Airport  as  the  Washington 
terminal  for  flightiXto  and  from  Mexico 
City.  Conceivably,  ope  of  the  consider¬ 
ations  against  Pan  American  was  this 
very  factor:  that  Pan  American  would 
use  Friendship.  I  do  not,  know  this  to 
be  the  case  but  with  the  tremendous  fa¬ 
cilities  at  Friendship  Airport  there  is 
little  doubt  that  Pan  American  could 
render  extraordinary  service  to  xjiose  in_ 
bound  and  outbound  passengers\>n  the 
Mexico  City  run  far  surpassing  anyrtiing 
available  to  passengers  at  already  ^Ver 
crowded  Washington  National  Airpori 

Rumors  have  indicated,  Mr.  Speakel 
that  we  may  be  too  late  in  this  final1 
appeal  but  we  are  hopeful  that  these 
most  recent  figures  released  by  the.  CAB 
may  yet  give  Friendship  the  stimulus 
that  Pan  American  is  willing  and  anxious 
to  provide. 

I  might  add,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  airline 
employees  living  in  Virginia  or  in  the 
Washington  area  close  to  National  Air¬ 
port  voted  heavily — and  perhaps  often — 
in  favor  of  National.  This  is  equally 
understandable.  But  when  one  is  con¬ 
templating  a  flight  of  8  hours’  duration, 
an  extra  15  or  20  minutes  consumed  in 
getting  to  a  clean,  uncluttered  airport 
seems  of  minor  importance. 

Baltimore  hopes  fervently  that  all  the 
various  rumors  are  untrue  and  that  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board  and  the  White 
House,  in  their  infinite  wisdom,  will  give 
Pan  American  an  opportunity  to  utilize 
the  excellent  facilities  at  the  Friendship 
International  Airport. 


GENERAL  LEAVE  TO  EXTEND 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
may  have  5  legislative  days  in  which  to 
extend  their  remarks  on  the  bill  H.  R. 
9131. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  asl 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Membe; 
who  have  spoken  on  the  bill  may  have 
leave  to  revise  and  extend  their-  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE/SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate  by  Mr. 
Ast,  one  of  its  clerks,  Announced  that 
the  Senate  had  passeer  without  amend¬ 
ment  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  follow 
ing  title: 

H  R.  988.  An  act/to  amend  the  act  of 
March  4,  1933,  tq-J  extend  by  10  years  the 
period  prescribed?  for  determining  the  rates 
of  toll  to  be  charged  for  use  of  the  bridge 
across  the  Missouri  River  near  Rulo,  Nebr. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  ^fsagrees  to  the  amendment  of 


the  House  to  the  bill  (S.  939)  entitled 
"An  act  to  amend  section  22  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act,  as  amended,” 
requests  a  conference  with  the  House 
on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  thereon,  and  appoints  Mr.< 
Smathers,  Mr.  Lausche,  Mr.  Yarborough, 
Mr.  Schoeppel,  and  Mr.  Purtell  to  be 
the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 


HOUR  OF  MEETING  TOMORROW 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  when  the 
House  adjourns  today,  it  adjourn  to 
meet  tomorrow  at  11  o’clock. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 


CONFEREES  ON  MUTUAL 
SECURITY  ACT 

Mr,  HAYS  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  con- 
y.'ees  on  the  bill,  S.  2130,  extending  the 
final  Security  Act,  may  have  until 
midnight  tonight  to  file  a  conference 
repoi 

The'SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  t< 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Arkansas?*. 

There  was  no  objection. 


AMENDI 

STOC 


PACKERS 
Z ARDS  AC 


Mr.  THORNBERRY.  Mr/Speaker,  by 
direction  of  the  Committee  on  Rules,  I 
call  up  the  resolution  XfL  Res.  362)  pro¬ 
viding  for  the  consideraMpn  of  H.  R.  7244, 
a  bill  amending  the  IJaclcrt-s  and  Stock- 
yards  Act,  1921,  to  permit  deductions  for 
a  self-help  meat  promotion  program,  and 
ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as 
follows :  / 

Resolved,  That  upon  the  adoption  &f  this 
resolution  it,  shall  be  in  order  to  move\hat 
the  House  resolve  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  t) 
Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R> 
7244)  ^inending  the  Packers  and  Stockyards 
Act,  1021,  to  permit  deductions  for  a  self-help 
meavc  promotion  program.  After  general  de- 
which  shall  be  confined  to  the  bill  and 
’ntinue  not  to  exceed  1  hour,  to  be  equally 
.divided  and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and 
ranking  minority  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture,  the  bill  shall  be  read  for 
amendment  under  the  5-minute  rule.  At 
the  conclusion  of  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  for  amendment,  the  committee  shall  rise 
and  report  the  bill  to  the  House  with  such 
amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted,  and 
the  previous  question  shall  be  considered  as 
ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto 
to  final  passage  without  intervening  motion 
except  one  motion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  THORNBERRY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
yield  myself  such  time  as  I  may  require. 

LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  to  me  for  the  purpose 
of  securing  some  information  about  the 
legislative  program  for  tomorrow? 

Mr.  THORNBERRY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
majority  leader  if  he  can  tell  us  the 
program  for  tomorrow  and  the  next  day, 
if  possible. 


Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  will  be  very 
happy  to  do  so.  There  is  a  conference  A 
report  from  the  Committee  on  the  Dis^ ' 
trict  of  Columbia  relating  to  the  auc 
torium.  That  will  be  the  first  order  of 
■  business  tomorrow.  Then  there  arpr  two 
bills  on  which  rules  have  been  reported 
today.  They  are  H.  R.  8992,  providing 
participation  in  Internationa/  Atomic 
Agency,  and  H.  R.  8996,  authorizing  ap¬ 
propriations  for  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion.  Of  course,  the  order/in  which  they 
are  mentioned  does  not,-mean  they  will 
be  considered  in  that  jefrder.  And,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  am  going /o  ask  unanimous 
consent  that,  when  .the  House  adjourns 
today,  it  will  adjourn  to  meet  tomorrow 
at  11  o’clock. 

Mr.  MARTIN/  As  I  understand  the 
situation,  then’,  following  the  adoption 
of  the  rule  wjlich  is  now  pending,  the  bill 
covered  by^that  rule  will  go  over  follow¬ 
ing  other/legislative  business? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Yes;  that  will 
follow. 'other  legislative  business.  If 
there/are  other  rules  out  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules  in  connection  with  the 
pay  raise  for  classified  employees  and 
fe  postal-rate  legislation,  it  is  my  in¬ 
tention  to  program  them  for  Friday. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  have  been  requested 
to  ask  the  gentleman  by  a  number  of 
the  Members  who  think,  perhaps,  they 
might  get  a  few  days  off  before  next 
January,  when  we  expect  to  adjourn. 
Does  the  gentleman  have  any  ideas  that 
he  might  express  on  that? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  have  no  ideas. 
I  will  try  to  make  Monday’s  program 
very  light. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  That  will  be  helpful. 

Mr.  THORNBERRY.  Mr.  Speaker, 
House  Resolution  362  provides  for  the 
consideration  of  H.  R.  7244,  the  meat 
promotion  program  bill.  The  resolution 
provides  for  an  open  rule  and  1  hour  of 
general  debate  on  the  bill. 

The  bill  adds  a  new  section  to  the 
Packers  and  Stockyards  Act  which  will 
permit  a  dealer  to  deduct  from  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  the  sale  of  livestock  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  10  cents  per  head  for  cattle 
or  calves  and  not  to  exceed  5  cents  per 
head  for  sheep,  lambs  or  swine,  and  to 
such  money  to  a  dealer  organization 
which  supports  market  research  and  the 
promotion  of  meat  consumption. 

The \handler  must  list,  in  accounting 
to  the  Shipper  of  livestock,  the  amount 
of  the  deduction  and  the  organization  to 
which  it  wHl  be  paid.  The  shipper  may, 
within  30  days,  request  a  refund.  If  no 
refund  is  requested  within  30  days,  the 
handler  will  pay  over  the  funds  with¬ 
held  to  the  organisation  for  which  it  was 
being  collected. 

The  Secretary  ofVAgriculture  is  re¬ 
sponsible  only  for  receiving  annual  re¬ 
ports  from  the  participating  organiza¬ 
tions  showing  the  amount  of  the  funds 
received  and  the  use  or\the  money. 
These  reports  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Producers  of  agricultural  corrhnodities 
who  now  have  such  programs  in.  effect 
include  milk,  tobacco,  cotton,  potatd,  and 
wool  producers.  Such  a  plan  has  been 
operated  on  a  partial  basis  in  the  In¬ 
stock  industry  for  a  number  of  year 
through  voluntary  contributions  from 
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H.  R.  9131 


IN'  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

August  8  (legislative  day,  July  8),  1957 
Eead  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 


AN  ACT 

Making  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1958,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  the  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money 

4  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  supply  regu- 

5  lar  and  supplemental  appropriations  (this  Act  may  be  cited 

6  as  the  “Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1958” )  for  the 

7  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1958,  and  for  other  purposes, 

8  namely : 


2 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 
23 


CHAPTER  I 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Civil  Aeronautics  Administration 

CONSTRUCTION  AND  DEVELOPMENT, 

ADDITIONAL  WASHINGTON  AIRPORT 
For  necessary  expenses  for  the  construction  and  develop¬ 
ment  of  a  public  airport  in  the  vicinity  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  September  7,  1950 
(64  Stat.  770),  including  acquisition  of  land,  $12,500,000, 
to  remain  available  until  expended:  Provided,  That  not  to 
exceed  a  total  of  $250,000  may  he  advanced  to  the  appli¬ 
cable  appropriations  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Administra¬ 
tion  for  necessary  administrative  expenses. 

CHAPTER  II 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE— MILITARY 

FUNCTIONS 
Interservice  Activities 

LORAN  STATIONS 

For  construction  of  additional  loran  stations  by  the 
Coast  Guard,  to  remain  available  until  expended,  $5,500,000, 
which  shall  he  transferred  on  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  to  the  appropriation,  “Acquisition,  construction,  and 
improvements”,  Coast  Guard. 
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UNITED  STATES  SCIENTIFIC  SATELLITE 
For  necessary  expenses  for  the  United  States  Scientific 
Satellite,  $34,200,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  such 
annual  appropriations  available  to  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
to  remain  available  until  expended:  Provided,  That  within 
thirty  days  after  the  end  of  each  quarter  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  shall  render  to  the  Committees  on  Appropriations 
of  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives  a  full  report 
of  the  transfers  made  pursuant  to  this  authority. 

Department  of  the  Army 

MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION,  ARMY 
For  acquisition,  construction,  installation,  and  equipment 
of  temporary  or  permanent  pubbc  works,  military  instal¬ 
lations,  and  facilities  for  the  Army  as  authorized  by  sections 
102  and  505  of  the  Act  of  September  28,  1951  (Pubbc  Law 
155) ,  by  section  102  of  the  Act  of  July  14,  1952  (Public 
Law  534) ,  the  Act  of  August  7,  1953  (Pubbc  Law  209) , 
the  Act  of  July  27,  1954  (Pubbc  Law  534) ,  the  Act  of  Sep¬ 
tember  1,  1954  (Pubbc  Law  765) ,  the  Act  of  July  15,  1955 
(Pubbc  Law  161),  the  Act  of  August  3,  1956  (Pubbc 
Law  968) ,  and  the  additional  projects  as  may  be  authorized 
by  law  during  the  first  session  of  the  Eighty-fifth  Congress, 
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1  without  regard  to  section  4774  (d)  of  title  10,  United  States 

2  Code,  and  section  3734,  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  to 

3  remain  available  until  expended,  $305,000,000. 

4  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION,  ARMY  RESERVE  FORCES 

5  For  construction,  acquisition,  expansion,  rehabilitation 

6  and  conversion  of  facilities  for  the  training  and  administra- 

7  tion  of  the  reserve  components,  including  contributions  there- 

8  for,  as  authorized  by  sections  2231-2238  of  title  10,  United 

9  States  Code,  without  regard  to  section  4774  (d)  of  title  10, 

10  United  States  Code,  and  section  3734,  Revised  Statutes,  a.* 

11  amended,  and  land  and  interests  therein  may  be  acquired 

12  and  construction  prosecuted  thereon  prior  to  the  approval 

13  of  title  by  the  Attorney  General  as  required  by  section  355 

14  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended;  and  hire  of  passenger 

15  motor  vehicles;  $46,000,000,  to  remain  available  until 
lb  expended. 

11  Department  of  the  Navy 

1®  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION,  NAVY 

19  For  acquisition,  construction,  installation,  and  equip- 

20  ment  of  temporary  or  permanent  public  works,  naval  in- 

21  stallations,  and  facilities  for  the  Navy  as  authorized  by 

22  section  505  of  the  Act  of  September  28,  1951  (Public  Law 

23  155),  the  Act  of  August  7,  1953  (Public  Law  209),  the 

24  Act  of  July  27,  1954  (Public  Law  534),  the  Act  of  Sep- 

25  tember  1,  1954  (Public  Law  765),  the  Act  of  July  15, 
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1955  (Public  Law  161) ,  the  Act  of  August  3,  1956  (Pub¬ 
lic  Law  968),  and  the  additional  projects  as  may  be  au¬ 
thorized  by  law  during  the  first  session  of  the  Eighty-fifth 
Congress,  without  regard  to  section  3734,  Pevised  Statutes, 
as  amended,  including  personnel  in  the  Bureau  of  Yards  and 
Docks  and  other  personal  services  necessary  for  the  purposes 
of  this  appropriation,  to  remain  available  until  expended, 
$265,000,000. 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 

MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION,  AIR  FORCE 
For  acquisition,  construction,  installation,  and  equipment 
of  temporary  or  permanent  public  works,  military  installa¬ 
tions,  and  facilities  for  the  Air  Force  as  authorized  by  sec¬ 
tions  2231-2238  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  by  section 
505  of  the  Act  of  September  28,  1951  (Public  Law  155), 
by  section  302  of  the  Act  of  July  14,  1952  (Public  Law 
534),  the  Act  of  August  7,  1953  (Public  Law  209),  the 
Act  of  April  1,  1954  (Public  Law  325),  the  Act  of  July 
27,  1954  (Public  Law  534) ,  the  Act  of  September  1,  1954 
(Public  Law  765),  the  Act  of  July  15,  1955  (Public  Law 
161),  the  Act  of  August  3,  1956  (Public  Law  968),  and 
the  additional  projects  as  may  be  authorized  by  law  dur¬ 
ing  the  first  session  of  the  Eighty-fifth  Congress,  without 
regard  to  section  9774  (d)  of  title  10,  United  States  Code, 
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1  and  section  3734  Revised  Statutes  as  amended,  to  remain 

2  available  until  expended,  $900,000,000. 

3  General  Provisions 

4  Sec.  201.  Funds  appropriated  to  the  military  depart- 

5  ments  for  construction  in  prior  years  are  hereby  made  avail- 

6  able  for  construction  authorized  for  each  such  department 

7  by  the  authorizations  enacted  into  law  during  the  first  session 

8  of  the  Eighty-fifth  Congress. 

9  Sec.  202.  None  of  the  funds  appropriated  in  this  chapter  I 

10  shall  be  expended  for  payments  under  a  cost-plus-a-fixed-fee 

11  contract  for  work  where  cost  estimates  exceed  $25,000  to 

12  be  performed  within  the  continental  United  States  without 

13  the  specific  approval  in  writing  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense 

14  setting  forth  the  reasons  therefor. 

15  Sec.  203.  None  of  the  funds  appropriated  in  this  chapter 

16  shall  be  expended  for  additional  costs  involved  in  expedit- 

17  ing  construction  unless  the  Secretary  of  Defense  certifies 

18  such  costs  to  be  necesary  to  protect  the  national  interest  and 

19  establishes  a  reasonable  completion  date  for  each  project, 

20  taking  into  consideration  the  urgency  of  the  requirement,  the 

21  type  and  location  of  the  project,  the  climatic  and  seasonal 

22  conditions  affecting  the  construction  and  the  application  of 

23  economical  construction  practices. 

Sec.  204.  None  of  the  funds  appropriated  in  this  chapter 
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1  shall  be  used  for  the  construction,  replacement,  or  reactiva- 

2  tion  of  any  bakery,  laundry,  or  dry-cleaning  facility  in  the 

3  United  States,  its  Territories  or  possessions,  as  to  which  the 

4  Secretary  of  Defense  does  not  certify,  in  writing,  giving  his 

5  reasons  therefor,  that  the  services  to  be  furnished  by  such 

6  facilities  are  not  obtainable  from  commercial  sources  at 

7  reasonable  rates. 

8  Sec.  205.  Funds  appropriated  to  the  military  depart- 

9  ments  for  construction  are  hereby  made  available  for  advance 

10  planning,  construction  design  and  architectural  services,  as 

11  authorized  by  section  504  of  the  Act  of  September  28,  1951, 

12  as  amended  (69  Stat.  352) ,  and  for  hire  of  passenger  motor 

13  vehicles. 

14  Sec.  206.  Appropriations  to  the  military  departments 

15  for  construction  may  he  charged  for  the  cost  of  administra- 

16  tion,  supervision  and  inspection  of  family  housing  authorized 

17  pursuant  to  title  IV  of  the  Act  of  August  11,  1955  (Public 

18  Law  345),  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  three  and  one-half 

19  per  centum  of  the  cost  of  each  such  project:  Provided, 

20  That  such  appropriations  shall  be  reimbursed  from  the 

21  proceeds  of  any  mortgage  executed  on  each  such  project. 

22  Sec.  207.  Any  limitations  contained  in  the  Department 

23  of  Defense  Appropriation  Act,  1958,  on  the  unit  cost  of 

24  construction  of  family  quarters  shall  not  be  applicable  to 
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1  forty-seven  units  of  family  quarters  at  the  United  States 

2  Air  Force  Academy,  the  individual  cost  of  which  shall  not 

3  exceed  the  following  limitations:  $75,000  on  one  unit  for 

4  the  superintendent;  $50,000  on  two  units  for  the  deans; 

5  and  $30,000  on  forty-four  units  for  department  heads. 

6  Sec.  208.  Funds  appropriated  to  the  military  depart- 

7  ments  for  construction  may  be  used  for  advances  to  the 

8  Bureau  of  Public  Roads,  Department  of  Commerce,  for  the 

9  purposes  of  section  6  of  the  Defense  Highway  Act  of  1941  I 

10  (55  Stat.  765) ,  as  amended,  and  section  12  of  the  Federal- 

11  Aid  Highway  Act  of  1950  (64  Stat.  785),  as  amended, 

12  when  projects  authorized  therein  are  certified  as  important 

13  to  the  national  defense  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 

14  Sec.  209.  The  family  unit  costs  for  family  housing 

15  including  land  authorized  to  be  purchased  by  section  103 

16  of  H.  R.  8240,  Eighty-fifth  Congress,  may  exceed  by  not 

17  more  than  15  per  centum  the  respective  limitations  on  such 

18  costs  contained  in  the  Department  of  Defense  Appropriation 

19  Act  for  1958. 

20  Sec.  210.  Any  limitations  contained  in  the  Department 

21  of  Defense  Appropriation  Act,  1958,  on  the  unit  cost  of 

22  the  construction  of  family  quarters  shall  not  be  applicable 

23  to  such  units  constructed  in  Canada,  Alaska,  and  the  Aleutian 

24  Islands.  The  average  per  unit  cost  of  all  family  quarters  con- 

25  structed  in  Canada,  Alaska,  and  the  Aleutian  Islands  shall 
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not  exceed  $32,000,  and  in  no  event  shall  the  individual  cost 
exceed  $40,000. 

Sec.  211.  None  of  the  funds  appropriated  in  this  chap¬ 
ter  may  be  used  to  begin  construction  on  new  bases  for 
which  specific  appropriations  have  not  been  made. 

CHAPTER  III 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE— CIVIL  FUNCTIONS 
Department  of  the  Army 

ADMINISTRATION,  RYUKYU  ISLANDS 
For  expenses,  not  otherwise  provided  for,  necessary  to 
meet  the  responsibilities  and  obligations  of  the  United  States 
in  connection  with  the  government  of  the  Ryukyu  Islands, 
including,  subject  to  such  authorizations  and  limitations  as 
may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  tuition, 
travel  expenses,  and  fees  incident  to  instruction  in  the  United 
States  or  elsewhere  of  such  persons  as  ma}^  be  required  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  appropriation;  travel  ex¬ 
penses  and  transportation;  services  as  authorized  by  section 
15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) ,  at  rates 
not  in  excess  of  $50  per  diem  for  individuals  not  to  exceed 
ten  in  number;  translation  rights,  photographic  work,  edu¬ 
cational  exhibits,  and  dissemination  of  information,  including 
preview  and  review  expenses  incident  thereto;  hire  of  pas¬ 
senger  motor  vehicles  and  aircraft;  purchase  of  four  passenger 
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1  motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only ;  repair  and  maintenance 

2  of  buildings,  utilities,  facilities,  and  appurtenances;  and  such 

3  supplies,  commodities,  and  equipment  as  may  be  essential 

4  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation;  $2,410,000, 

5  of  which  not  to  exceed  $1,340,000  shall  be  available  for  ad- 

6  ministrative  and  information  and  education  expenses:  Pro- 

7  vided,  That  the  general  provisions  of  the  Appropriation  Act 

8  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  the  military  functions  of  the 

9  Department  of  the  Army  shall  apply  to  expenditures  made 

10  from  this  appropriation :  Provided  further,  That  expenditures 

11  from  this  appropriation  may  he  made  outside  continental 

12  United  States  when  necessary  to  carry  out  its  purposes,  with- 

13  out  regard  to  sections  355,  1136,  3648,  and  3734,  Revised 

14  Statutes,  as  amended,  civil  service  or  classification  laws,  or 

15  provisions  of  law  prohibiting  payment  of  any  person  not  a 

16  citizen  of  the  United  States:  Provided  further,  That  expendi- 

17  tures  may  be  made  hereunder  for  the  purposes  of  economic 

18  rehabilitation  in  the  Ryukyu  Islands  in  such  manner  as  to 

19  be  consistent  with  the  general  objectives  of  titles  II  and  III 

20  of  the  Mutual  Security  Act  of  1954,  and  in  the  manner 

21  authorized  by  sections  505  (a)  and  522  (e)  thereof:  Pro- 

22  vided  further,  That  funds  appropriated  hereunder  may  he 

23  used,  insofar  as  practicable,  and  under  such  rules  and  regu- 

24  lations  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army 

25  to  pay  ocean  transportation  charges  from  United  States 
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ports,  including  Territorial  ports,  to  ports  in  the  Ryukus  for 
the  movement  of  supplies  donated  to,  or  purchased  by, 
United  States  voluntary  nonprofit  relief  agencies  registered 
with  and  recommended  by  the  Advisory  Committee  on 
Voluntary  Foreign  Aid  or  of  relief  packages  consigned  to 
individuals  residing  in  such  areas:  Provided  further,  That 
under  the  rules  and  regulations  to  be  prescribed,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Army  shall  fix  and  pay  a  uniform  rate  per  pound 
for  the  ocean  transportation  of  all  relief  packages  of  food 
or  other  general  classification  of  commodities  shipped  to  the 
Ryukyus  regardless  of  methods  of  shipment  and  higher  rates 
charged  by  particular  agencies  of  transportation,  but  this 
proviso  shall  not  apply  to  shipments  made  by  individuals  to 
individuals :  Provided  further,  That  the  President  may  trans¬ 
fer  to  any  other  department  or  agency  any  function  or  func¬ 
tions  provided  for  under  this  appropriation,  and  there  shall 
be  transferred  to  any  such  department  or  agency  without 
reimbursement  and  without  regard  to  the  appropriation  from 
which  procured,  such  property  as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  shall  determine  to  relate  primarily  to  any 
function  or  functions  so  transferred. 

CORPORATION 

The  following  corporation  is  hereby  authorized  to  make 
such  expenditures  within  the  limits  of  funds  and  borrowing 
authority  available  to  such  corporation,  and  in  accord  with 
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law,  and  to  make  such  contracts  and  commitments  without 
regard  to  fiscal  year  limitations  as  provided  by  section  104 
of  the  Government  Corporation  Control  Act,  as  amended,  as 
may  he  necessary  in  carrying  out  the  programs  set  forth  in 
the  budget  for  the  fiscal  year  1958  for  such  corporation, 
except  as  hereinafter  provided: 

Administrative  Expenses,  Export-Import  Bank  oe 

W  ASHINGTON  ( LIMITATION ) 

Not  to  exceed  $1,900,000  (to  be  computed  on  an  ac¬ 
crual  basis)  of  the  funds  of  the  Export-Import  Bank  of 
Washington  shall  be  available  during  the  current  fiscal  year 
for  all  administrative  expenses  of  the  bank,  including  serv¬ 
ices  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2, 
1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  at  rates  not  to  exceed  $50  per  diem 
for  individuals,  and  not  to  exceed  $9,000  for  entertainment 
allowances  for  members  of  the  Board  of  Directors  when  spe¬ 
cifically  authorized  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Board:  Provided, 
That  necessary  expenses  (including  special  services  per¬ 
formed  on  a  contract  or  fee  basis,  but  not  including  other 
personal  services,  and  fees  or  dues  to  international  organi¬ 
zations  of  credit  institutions  engaged  in  financing  foreign 
trade)  in  connection  with  the  acquisition,  operation,  main¬ 
tenance,  improvement,  or  disposition  of  any  real  or  personal 
property  belonging  to  the  bank  or  in  which  it  has  an  interest, 
including  expenses  of  collections  of  pledged  collateral,  or  the 
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investigation  or  appraisal  of  any  property  in  respect  to 
which  an  application  for  a  loan  has  been  made,  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  nonadministrative  expenses  for  the  purposes  hereof. 

CHAPTER  IV 
INDEPENDENT  OFFICES 
Funds  Appropriated  to  the  President 

DISASTER  RELIEF 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Disaster  relief”,  $15,- 
000,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended :  Provided,  That 
not  to  exceed  3  per  centum  of  the  foregoing  amount  shall 
he  available  for  administrative  expenses. 

General  Services  Administration 

OPERATING  EXPENSES,  NATIONAL  ARCHIVES  AND  RECORDS 

SERVICE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Operating  expenses, 
National  Archives  and  Records  Service”,  $30,000. 

Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency 

OFFICE  OF  THE  ADMINISTRATOR 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$450,000;  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Inde¬ 
pendent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1958,  on  the  amount 
available  for  expenses  of  travel,  is  increased  from  “$340,000” 
to  “$375,000”. 
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CHAPTER  V 

DEPARTMENT  OE  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

RESOURCES  MANAGEMENT 

There  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  transferred  to  this 
appropriation,  from  any  other  definite  annual  appropriations 
from  the  general  funds  of  the  Treasury  available  to  the 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1958,  not  to  exceed  $118,000  for  emergency  operation  and 
maintenance  of  the  San  Carlos  irrigation  project  on  a  non¬ 
reimbursable  basis. 

INDEPENDENT  OEEICES 
Alaska  International  Rail  and  Highway 

Commission 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  Alaska  International 
Rail  and  Highway  Commission,  established  by  the  Act  of 
August  1,  1956  (70  Stat.  888),  including  reimbursement 
to  the  “Emergency  Fund  for  the  President,  National  De¬ 
fense”  for  allocations  made  pursuant  to  section  8  of  said  Act, 
$60,000,  to  remain  available  until  August  31,  1958. 
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Commission  foe  a  National  Cultural  Center 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

The  unobligated  balance  of  the  appropriation  for 
“Salaries  and  expenses,  District  of  Columbia  Auditorium 
Commission”,  granted  in  the  Supplemental  Appropriation 
Act,  1957,  shall  remain  available  during  the  fiscal  year 
1958,  for  necessary  expenses  of  the  Commission  for  a 
National  Cultural  Center,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  July  1, 
1955  (Pubbc  Law  128),  as  amended:  Provided,  That  this 
paragraph  shall  be  effective  only  upon  enactment  into  law 
of  H.  R.  4813. 

CHAPTER  VI 
PUBLIC  WORKS 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
For  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  Act  of  1933,  as  amended  (16 
U.  S.  C.,  ch.  12A) ,  including  hire,  maintenance,  and  opera¬ 
tion  of  aircraft,  and  purchase  (not  to  exceed  two  hundred  for 
replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles, 
$13,317,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 
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CHAPTER  VII 
DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 
International  Organizations  and  Conferences 

ELEVENTH  WORLD  HEALTH  ASSEMBLY  OF  THE  WORLD 
HEALTH  ORGANIZATION 

Eor  necessary  expenses  incident  to  organizing  and  hold¬ 
ing  the  Eleventh  World  Health  Assembly  in  the  United 
States,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  July  30,  1956  (Public 
Law  832),  $290,000.  < 

International  Commissions 

INTERNATIONAL  FISHERIES  COMMISSIONS 
Eor  an  additional  amount  for  “International  fisheries 
commissions”,  $80,000. 

Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural  Activities 
Eor  expenses  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  section  1011 
(d)  of  the  United  States  Information  and  Educational 

< 

Exchange  Act  of  1948,  as  amended  (22  U.  S.  C.  1442  ( d)  ) , 
$3,525,000. 


THE  JUDICIARY 


20  Courts  of  Appeals,  District  Courts,  and  Other 

21  Judicial  Services 

22  EXPENSES  OF  REFEREES 

23  Eor  an  additional  amount  of  “Expenses  of  referees”, 

24  $75,000,  to  he  derived  from  the  referees’  expense  fund 
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established  in  pursuance  of  the  Act  of  June  28,  1946,  as 
amended  (11  TJ.  S.  0.  68  (c)  (4)). 

FUNDS  APPROPRIATED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 
President’s  Special  International  Program 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “President’s  special  inter¬ 
national  program”,  $2,200,000,  to  remain  available  until 
expended. 

CHAPTER  VIII 
TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 
Coast  Guard 

ACQUISITION,  CONSTRUCTION,  AND  IMPROVEMENTS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Acquisition,  construction, 
and  improvements”,  $8,100,000,  to  remain  available  until 
expended. 

CHAPTER  IX 
DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 
(Out  of  District  of  Columbia  Funds) 

Operating  Expenses 

COMPENSATION  AND  RETIREMENT  FUND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount,  fiscal  year  1957,  for  “Com¬ 
pensation  and  retirement  fund  expenses”,  for  financing  the 
liability  of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  the  “Civil  service 
retirement  and  disability  fund”,  $980,000,  of  which  $78,300 
shall  be  payable  from  the  highway  fund,  $34,100  from  the 
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1  water  fund,  $29,900  from  the  sanitary  sewage  works  fund, 

2  and  $2,500  from  the  motor  vehicle  parking  fund. 

3  OFFICE  OF  CORPORATION  COUNSEL 

4  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Office  of  Corporation 

5  Counsel”,  $40,000. 

p  COURTS 
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For  an  additional  amoimt  for  “Courts”,  $73,000. 

NATIONAL  ZOOLOGICAL  PARK 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “National  Zoological  ( 
Park”,  $49,000. 

Capital  Outlay 

PUBLIC  BUILDING  CONSTRUCTION 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Capital  Outlay,  Public 
Building  Construction”  for  acquisition  of  a  site  for  an  addi¬ 
tion  to  Bryan  Elementary  School,  preparation  of  plans  and 
specifications,  construction,  including  building  improvements 

( 

and  alterations  and  treatment  of  grounds,  for  additions  to 
the  following  elementary  schools:  Biver  Terrace,  Bryan, 
Noyes,  and  Kingsman;  to  remain  available  until  expended, 
$2,421,000,  of  which  $146,500  shall  be  available  for  con¬ 
struction  services  by  the  Director  of  Buildings  and  Grounds 
or  by  contract  for  architectural  engineering  services,  as  may 
be  determined  by  the  Commissioners,  and  the  funds  for  the 
use  of  the  Director  of  Buildings  and  Grounds  shall  be  ad- 
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vanced  to  the  appropriation  account,  “Construction  Services, 
Department  of  Buildings  and  Grounds”. 

Miscellaneous 

SETTLEMENT  OF  CLAIMS  AND  SUITS 

For  the  payment  of  claims  in  excess  of  $250,  approved 
by  the  Commissioners  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  of  February  11,  1929,  as  amended  (45  Stat.  1160; 
46  Stat.  500;  65  Stat.  131),  $14,778. 

JUDGMENTS 

For  the  payment  of  final  judgments  rendered  against 
the  District  of  Columbia,  as  set  forth  in  House  Documents 
Numbered  198  and  213  (Eighty-fifth  Congress) ,  $15,038, 
together  with  such  further  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay 
the  interest  at  not  exceeding  4  per  centum  per  annum  on 
such  judgments,  as  provided  by  law,  from  the  date  the  same 
became  -due  until  the  date  of  payment. 

AUDITED  CLAIMS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  the  payment  of  claims,  cer¬ 
tified  to  be  due  by  the  accounting  officers  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  under  appropriations  the  balances  of  which  have 
been  exhausted  or  credited  to  the  general  or  special  funds  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  as  provided  by  law  (District  of 
Columbia  Code,  title  47,  sec.  130a) ,  being  for  the  service  of 
the  fiscal  year  1956  and  prior  fiscal  years  as  set  forth  in  House 
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Documents  Numbered  198  and  213  (Eighty-fifth  Congress) , 
$112,289,  together  with  such  further  sums  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  pay  the  interest  on  audited  claims  for  refunds  at  not 
exceeding  4  per  centum  per  annum  as  provided  by  law 
(Act  of  July  10,  1952,  66  Stat.  546,  sec.  14d) . 

Division  of  Expenses 

The  sums  appropriated  in  this  Act  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  shall,  unless  otherwise  specifically  provided  for,  he 
paid  out  of  the  general  fund  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as 
defined  in  the  District  of  Columbia  Appropriation  Acts  for 
the  fiscal  years  involved. 

CHAPTER  X 
LEGISLATIVE  BRANCH 
House  of  Representatives 

Eor  payment  to  Anastasia  S.  Bowler,  widow  of  James 
B.  Bowler,  late  a  Representative  from  the  State  of  Illinois, 
$22,500. 

Capitol  Police 

General  expenses:  Eor  an  additional  amount  for 
“General  expenses”,  $2,000. 


1  CHAPTER  XI 

2  CLAIMS  FOR  DAMAGES,  AUDITED  CLAIMS,  AND 

3  JUDGMENTS 

4  For  payment  of  claims  for  damages  as  settled  and  deter- 

5  mined  by  departments  and  agencies  in  accord  with  law, 

6  audited  claims  certified  to  be  due  by  the  General  Accounting 

7  Office,  and  judgments  rendered  against  the  United  States 

8  by  United  States  district  courts  and  the  United  States  Court 

9  of  Claims,  as  set  forth  in  House  Document  Numbered  213, 

10  and  schedule  C  of  Senate  Document  Numbered  38,  Eighty- 

11  fifth  Congress,  #2, 104,087,  together  with  such  amounts  as 

12  may  be  necessary  to  pay  interest  (as  and  when  specified  in 

13  such  judgments  or  in  certain  of  the  settlements  of  the  General 

14  Accounting  Office  or  provided  by  law)  and  such  additional 

15  sums  due  to  increases  in  rates  of  exchange  as  may  be  neces- 

16  sary  to  pay  claims  in  foreign  currency:  Provided,  That  no 

17  judgment  herein  appropriated  for  shall  be  paid  until  it  shall 

18  have  become  final  and  conclusive  against  the  United  States 

19  by  failure  of  the  parties  to  appeal  or  otherwise:  Provided 

20  further,  That,  unless  otherwise  specifically  required  by  law 
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or  by  the  judgment,  payment  of  interest  wherever  appro¬ 
priated  for  herein  shall  not  continue  for  more  than  thirty  days 
after  the  date  of  approval  of  this  Act. 

CHAPTER  XII 
GENERAL  PROVISION 

Sec.  1201.  Subsection  (e)  (1)  of  section  3679  of  the 
Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.  S.  C.  665) ,  is  hereby 
further  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“(e)  (1)  No  apportionment  or  reapportionment,  or  ( 
request  therefor  by  the  head  of  an  agency,  which,  in  the 
judgment  of  the  officer  making  or  the  agency  head  request¬ 
ing  such  apportionment  or  reapportionment,  would  indicate 
a  necessity  for  a  deficiency  or  supplemental  estimate  shall 
be  made  except  upon  a  determination  by  such  officer  or 
agency  head,  as  the  case  may  be,  that  such  action  is  re¬ 
quired  because  of  (A)  any  laws  enacted  subsequent  to  the 
transmission  to  the  Congress  of  the  estimates  for  an  appro¬ 
priation  which  require  expenditures  beyond  administrative 
control;  or  (B)  emergencies  involving  the  safety  of  human 
life,  the  protection  of  property,  or  the  immediate  welfare 
of  individuals  in  cases  where  an  appropriation  has  been  made 
to  enable  the  United  States  to  make  payment  of,  or  contri- 
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1  butions  toward,  sums  which  are  required  to  be  paid  to  indi- 

2  viduals  either  in  specific  amounts  fixed  by  law  or  in  accord- 

3  ance  with  formulae  prescribed  by  law.” 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  August  7,  1957. 

Attest:  RALPH  R.  ROBERTS, 

Clerk. 
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16.  FARM  ^PROGRAM.  Sen.  McNamara  inserted  the  Meet  The  Press  interview  of  Sen, 

KerrAin  which  Sen.  Kerr  stated  the  President  had  turned  the  farm  program  over 
to  thexgecretary,  and  criticized  the  Secretary's  farm  policies,  pp.  1.3615-17 


17.  APPROPRIATIONS.  The  Appropriations  Committee  reported  with  amendments  H.R. 
9131,  to  provide  supplemental  appropriations  for  fiscal  year  1958  (S.  Rept. 
930).  p.  13548  As  reported  the  bill  includes  $5,000,000  for  ARS  for  the 
eradication  of  screwworms  and  fireants,  and  $25,000,000  for  ACPS  for 
emergency  conservation  measures. 


Received  fi^m  the  President  a  proposed  supplemental  appropriation  bill  to 

pay  claims  for  damages,  audited  claims,  and  judgements  against 
(S.  Doc.  60) ;  to  the  Appropriations  Committee,  p.  13546 

S.  2674,  to  authorize  appropriations  for  reactor  construction  and  research 
by  the  AEC,  was  made  the  Senate's  unfinished  business,  /p.  13642 

~~  \ 

18.  LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM.  Sen.  Mansfield  announced  that  on  Mon.  or  Tues. ,  Aug. 

19  or  20,  there  would  be  \  call  of  the  calendar  for/all  unobjected-to  bills, 
p.  13546  \ 

ITEMS  IN  APPENDIX 

19.  PERSONNEL.  Sen.  Kennedy  inserted  a  radio  interview,  "Reducing  the  Federal 

Waistline,"  discussing  Federal  personnel  procedures  and  the  civil  service 
system,  and  stating  "the  greatest  Veakness'  is  in  expert  managerial  direction" 
and  that  management  needs  to  be  imprpved'at  all  levels,  pp.  A6684-5 

20.  TRANSPORTATION.  Rep.  Abernethy  commended  the  president  of  Southern  Railway 

who,  in  reference  to  the  latest  freight-rate  increase,  said,  "it  will  price 
us  out  of  the  market  and  reduce  ouy  income."  p.  A6689 

Sen.  Neuberger  inserted  an  editorial  questioning  the  wisdom  of  the 
policy  of  the  ICC  in  granting  ma^or  freight\increases  to  carriers  at  this 
time.  pp.  A6732-3 


21. 


) 


the  U.S. 


22. 


HOG  PRICES.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Hoeven\atating  that  "farmers  hold  the 
key  to  future  hog  prices, "/hnd  that  "too  many  hogs  leads  to  inefficient  use 
of  resources..."  p.  A6702 

INFORMATION.  Rep.  Hoffman  inserted  excerpts  from  a  constituent's  letter  in 
which  he  objects  to  receiving  certain  requests  from  this  Department  for 
information,  pp.  A6y/02-3 


23.  WILDLIFE.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Saylor  stating  that\"I  would  like  to 
point  out  for  the  benefit  of  my  colleagues  several  misunderstandings  of  the 
purposes  of  the' Wilderness  bill."  p.  A6703 


24.  EXTENSION  1 
accomplis 
of  f  campus, 
unbelie> 


Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Laird  commending  programs  and 
afents  of  Extension  Service  and  stating  that,  "this  system  of 
extension  education  has  helped  farm  people  aecomplish  the  almost 
ble."  pp.  A6704-5 


25.  WATER  RESOURCES.  Rep.  Smith,  Miss.,  inserted  an  article,  "Water: 

Can^e  Waste  It?"  pp.  A6707-8 

26.  DA&Y  INDUSTRY.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Laird  stating  that  dairy  farmers 
[n  Wis.  are  especially  outstanding  in  their  progress  in  dairy  herd  improvement 
work  and  discussed  some  of  this  work.  pp.  A6709-10 


-  4  - 

URPLUS  COMMODITIES.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Laird  stating  that  "a  great, 
ales  job,  a  first-rate  demonstration  of  handling  a  topheavy  inventory,  has 
een  accomplished  in  recent  years  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture.”  p.  A(j710 


28.  MEAT  INSPECTION.  Rep.  Laird  commended  the  meat  inspection  service  of  thi 
Department,  p.  A6712 


29.  FOREIGN  AtJ^.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Long  discussing  some  of  the  "waste 
and  extravagance"  in  the  foreign  aid  program  and  stating  that  "I  cannot  see 
where  there \ould  be  dire  and  earthshaking  confusion  if  we  shoulT 
much  of  our  foreign  aid  program."  pp.  A6712-5 


'discontinue 


30.  COCONUT  OIL.  Ext 
per  pound  excise 


sion  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Allen  favoring  repc 
on  coconut  oil.  pp.  A6715-6 


il  of  the  3  cents 


31.  WATER  POLLUTION.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Blatnik  describing  some  of  the 
projects  which  have  be\n  started  under  the  Water  Pollution  Control  Act  and 
inserting  an  article  on\:his  subject,  pp.  A6727-9 

JLS  INTRODUCED 

32.  WILDLIFE.  H.R.  9303,  by  Rep.  Bloomfield,  to  require  the  use  of  humane  methods 

of  trapping  animals  and  birds  oh  lands  and  waterways  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  United  States;  to  Judiciary  Committee.  / 

H.R.  9308,  by  Rep.  Tollefson,\to  amend^the  act  entitled  "An  Act  to 
promote  the  conservation  of  wildlife,  fish/  and  game,  and  for  other  purposes," 
approved  March  10,  1934,  as  amended,  known  as  the  Coordination  Act;  to 
Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries  Committed 

33.  IMPORTS.  H.R.  9305,  by  Rep.  Hoeven,  t6  amend  section  22  of  the  Agricultural 

Adjustment  Act,  as  amended;  to  Agriculture  Xtommittee. 

34.  COTTON.  S.  2800,  by  Sen.  Eastlan^,  to  provide  an  alternative  acreage  adjust¬ 

ment  and  price  support  program  for  the  1958  crop  of  upland  cotton;  to 
Agriculture  and  Forestry  Committee.  \ 

35.  PERSONNEL.  S.  2803,  by  Sen^/Johnston,  S.C.,  to  amend\the  Classification  Act 

of  1949,  as  amended,  to  facilitate  proper  classification!  of  positions  in 
Grades  GS-16,  GS-17  and  GS-18;  to  Post  Office  and  Civil\Service  Committee. 

BILLS  APPROVED  BY  THE  PRESIDENT 

36.  APPROPRIATIONS.  H. J'{^Res.  426,  to  provide  appropriations  for  August  1957 

pending  the  enactnient  of  the  regular  appropriations  for  certain^ agencies, 
Approved  August  14,  1957  (Public  Law  85-134). 

37.  TRANSPORTATION/  S.  943,  to  amend  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  so  as  tn  require 

carriers  by  inotor  vehicle  to  file  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  their 
actual  rates  or  charges  for  transportation  services.  Approved  August  i3,  1957 
(Public  L^tw  85-124). 

38.  FORESTRY.  S.  469,  to  authorize  the  U.S.  to  defray  the  cost  of  assisting  th^ 

Klampth  Indians  to  prepare  for  termination  of  Federal  supervision,  and  to  d£^er[ 
sale’s  of  tribal  property,  including  timberlands.  Approved  August  14,  1957 
c  Law  85-132). 


(Jdblic 


Calendar  No.  1006 

85th  Congress  )  SENATE  f  Report 

1st  Session  )  (  No.  980 


THE  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1958 


August  15,  1957. — Ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Hayden,  from  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  submitted  the 
|  following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  9131] 

The  Committee  on  Appropriations  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9131)  making  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1958,  and  for  other  purposes,  report  the  same  to  the 
Senate  with  various  amendments  and  present  herewith  information 


relative  to  the  changes  made. 

Amount  of  bill  as  passed  House _ $1,  581,  590,  587 

Amount  of  increase  by  Senate  committee  (net) _  238,  760,  960 

Amount  of  bill  as  reported  to  Senate _  1,  820,  351,  547 

Total  estimates  considered  by  the  Senate  including 

$113,018,860  not  considered  by  House _  1,  973,  767,  827 

binder  budget  estimates _  153,  416,  280 


8G006—  57 - 1 


to 

SUPPLEMENTAL 

APPROPRIATION  BILL, 

1958 

1 

1 

/ — s 

1 

1 

a 

O 

O 

O 

© 

© 

1 

© 

© 

© 

1 

© 

© 

© 

1 

t 

© 

& 

o 

O 

O 

© 

© 

1 

© 

© 

© 

1 

© 

© 

© 

1 

t 

CD 

o 

t-H 

o 

© 

© 

1 

© 

© 

© 

1 

© 

© 

00 

1 

1 

© 

a 

, 

1 

1 

1 

1 

o 

© 

o 

CO 

© 

1 

to 

1 

© 

© 

CO 

1 

1 

© 

© 

o 

O 

o 

© 

1 

CO 

1 

CM 

© 

© 

1 

1 

© 

w 

o 

o 

CD 

o 

© 

CM 

1 

00 

Tt« 

© 

1 

+ 

CM 

1 

1 

TJ 

o 

w 

o 

CD 

TjT 

t-H 

+ 

1 

1 

+ 

+ 

cm" 

1 

1 

rH 

+ 

1 

1 

1 

1 

00 

WrCj 

CO 

© 

o 

rH 

+ 

1 

1 

+ 

1 

1 

+ 

1 

1 

1 

1 

CO 

CM 

^  £ 

03 

P'0 

+ 

+ 

+ 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

+ 

fe  s 

1 

1 

✓~N 

1 

1 

®  03 

s 

o 

o 

o 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

1 

1 

© 

© 

© 

1 

1 

© 

*3  a 

o 

o 

o 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

1 

1 

© 

© 

CM 

1 

1 

oo 

o  B 

03 

o 

05 

o 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

1 

1 

© 

© 

T-H 

1 

1 

CM 

°s 

+ 

1 

1 

l 

1 

_ 

© 

of 

© 

to" 

CO 

© 

1 

1 

CO 

CM 

1 

1 

© 

t h 

o 

T“H 

o 

00 

© 

CO 

CO 

© 

1 

1 

rH 

CM 

1 

1 

rH 

o 

05 

CM 

© 

© 

t-H 

CO 

© 

1 

1 

© 

CM 

1 

1 

© 

03 

© 

bJD 

© 

of 

of 

of 

t-H 

1 

+ 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

+ 

1 

1 

1 

1 

CO 

CO 

CO 

co 

1 

1 

1 

1 

V _ <• 

1 

1 

© 

o 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

,3 

m 

+ 

1 

i 

1 

1 

.1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

© 

V. 

1 

o 

o 

o 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

r- 

1 

a  s 

o 

o 

o 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

Tf 

1 

o  J? 

o 

rH 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

rH 

© 

© 

1 

© 

©03 

© 

*-«  „ 

o 

CD 

© 

00 

© 

© 

CM 

© 

© 

1 

rH 

o 

O 

© 

oo 

r- 

CD 

CO 

© 

© 

© 

CO 

© 

hn 

1 

© 

a 

o 

rH 

to 

© 

00 

r- 

© 

rH 

CM 

00 

v  y 

1 

CO 

fro  S' 

1 

a  ® 

8 

o 

05 

to 

co" 

to" 

co" 

©" 

00 

CO 

rH 

CM 

1 

© 

a| 

CO 

o 

CM 

rH 

rH 

V _ X 

1 

CM 

T— H 

© 

1 

1 

oo 

rH 

1 

T-H 

.g 

1 

1 

o 

© 

© 

© 

© 

1 

1 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

1 

1 

r- 

1 

o 

© 

© 

© 

© 

1 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

oo 

1 

00 

73,-, 

1 

o 

© 

© 

© 

© 

1 

© 

© 

© 

rH 

© 

© 

1 

© 

©-2 

a-° 

1 

o 

© 

© 

© 

© 

1 

to" 

© 

to 

1 

©" 

©© 

1 

o 

© 

T-H 

00 

CD 

1 

rH 

© 

© 

© 

CM 

© 

- — ' 

1 

© 

S1 

1 

to 

to 

TJH 

1 

CO 

© 

rH 

r- 

t-H 

1 

© 

as 

oW 

1 

of 

t-T 

cm" 

to" 

I 

co" 

co" 

00 

CO 

cm" 

1 

rH 

1 

t-H 

CM 

t-H 

1 

rH 

' — / 

1 

00 

1 

to 

1 

1 

© 

« 

1 

1 

1 

1 

rH 

1 

1 

r— 

^~S 

1 

1 

O 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

1 

r- 

1 

o 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

CM 

1 

CM 

a 

-*-> 

1 

o 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

© 

rH 

© 

00 

1 

00 

1 

CD 

© 

to" 

to 

co" 

©" 

cm" 

©" 

©" 

I>f 

cm" 

©" 

1 

!>•" 

1 

CM 

© 

CO 

© 

© 

00 

© 

© 

© 

CO 

1 

/■> 

© 

hs 

1 

O 

© 

00 

t-H 

to 

l> 

© 

rH 

rH 

oo 

CD 

1 

' 

8> 

T3 

1 

of 

CO 

CD 

rf 

©" 

00 

Tlf 

rH 

cm" 

1 

co" 

1 

© 

rH 

t-H 

rH 

\_/ 

1 

« 

1 

1 

rH 

1 

1 

© 

1 

rH 

1 

rH 

1 

» 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

l 

l 

l 

l 

l 

l 

l 

1 

i 

l 

1 

l 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

l 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

I 

1 

1 

1 

1 

CD 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

i 

i 

t 

i 

i 

i 

i 

i 

i 

i 

i 

i 

1 

1 

1 

» 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

J 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

I 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

I 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

f-H 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

c3 

1 

i 

1 

1 

1 

1 

CQ 

1 

l 

1 

1 

1 

1 

53 

1 

i 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

O 

© 

H 

1 

1 

l 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

t 

1 

© 

£ 

1 

1 

i 

i 

HI 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

H-3 

g3 

1 

1 

fl 

© 

a 

1 

1 

1 

1 

l 

i 

i 

i 

i 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

to 

l 

l 

1 

l 

w 

© 

1 

1 

1 

1 

Tj 

p 

p 

1 

1 

1 

I 

1 

u 

.2 

o 

£ 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

.2 

IS 

1 

1 

1 

1 

CQ 

H 

P 

© 

c 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

S 

HH 

P 

© 

1 

1 

1 

1 

h 

03 

a 

© 

Q 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

© 

P 

+=> 

i 

i 

i 

i 

i 

i 

i 

© 

o 

f-i 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

© 

.2 

03 

© 

a 

O 

o 

£ 

o 

H 

© 

T5 

P 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

.2 

*-+3 

cC 

© 

£ 

H 

1 

1 

1 

1 

m 

M 

Fh 

o 

p 

© 

rP 

P 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

>> 

t-4 

£ 

p 
»— < 
o 

O 

«4-H 

o 

H-=> 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

© 

> 

c 

b £ 

P 

•  i  * 

P 

P 

p 

.2 

"o2 

*> 

o 

a 

£ 

p 

© 

> 

o 

O 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

-*H 

o 

H 

o 

*p 

to 

< 

£ 

£ 

o 

O 

Defens 

sbp 

*© 

o 

© 

a 

© 

'O 

a 

t-H 

Interio 

H-=> 

rc3 

CD 

w 

o 

3 

3 

of 

•+H 

o3 

GO 

p 

02 

c3 

© 

U 

H 

O 

02 

3 

c3 

*U2 

‘5b 

© 

tP 

02 

g 

cS 

o 

tr 

© 

P 

© 

o 

c3 

© 

© 

c 

© 

% 

© 

►— i 

HH 

t-H 

t-H 

t-H 

t-H 

IV 

> 

VI 

VII 

VIII 

M 

t-H 

X 

IX 

XII 

XIII 

XIV 

1 

1 

1 

1 

o 

1 

1 

Chapter  I 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Research  Service 

PLANT  AND  ANIMAL  DISEASE  AND  PEST  CONTROL 
SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

The  committee  recommends  an  appropriation  of  $5,000,000  to  begin 
eradication  of  the  screw  worm  and  the  fireant  in  cooperation  with  the 
States,  local  officials,  and  landowners. 

On  August  2,  1957,  the  Department  of  Agriculture  reported  to  the 
committee  on  its  plans  and  programs  for  eradicating  these  pests.  The 
Department  did  not  submit  a  supplemental  estimate,  but  has  these 
programs  under  consideration  for  inclusion  in  the  budget  for  1959. 

I  The  committee  believes  these  pests  should  be  eradicated  without 
further  delay  to  eliminate  heavy  livestock  losses  in  the  areas  affected 
by  the  screwworm  and  to  prevent  further  spread  of  the  fireant. 

Agricultural  Conservation  Program.  Service 


EMERGENCY  CONSERVATION  MEASURES 

The  committee  recommends  an  appropriation  of  $25,000,000  to  \ 
enable  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  make  payments  to  farmers  who  > 
carry  out  emergency  conservation  measures  required  to  rehabilitate  \ 
farmlands  damaged  by  wind  erosion,  floods,  hurricanes,  or  other  dis¬ 
asters  which  have  caused  new  conservation  problems.  General 
criteria  for  such  conservation  measures  were  approved  by  Congress, 
under  this  head,  in  the  Third  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1957, 
Public  Law  85-58. 

The  committee  recommends  this  appropriation  to  provide  effective 
and  prompt  assistance  to  farmers  who  have  suffered  flood  and  related 
damage  in  recent  weeks  in  widely  scattered  sections  of  the  country. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  advised  the  committee  that  he 
does  not  have  reliable  or  consistent  cost  figures  on  the  extent  of  these 
'damages,  but  that  he  proposes  to  utilize  uncommitted  funds  from  the 
1957  regular  agricultural  conservation  program,  and  that  he  has  re¬ 
quested  the  States  to  reserve  at  least  10  percent  of  the  State  alloca¬ 
tion  of  funds  available  for  the  1958  agricultural  conservation  program 
to  meet  such  emergency  needs.  He  did  not  advise  the  committee  of 
the  amount  of  funds  that  his  proposal  would  make  available  in  the 
disaster-stricken  States.  The  Secretary  further  stated  that  1958 
program  funds  will  not  be  available  for  payments  to  farmers  until 
July  1958. 

The  committee  believes  that  the  regular  agricultural  conservation 
program  for  1958  should  not  be  restricted  by  setting  up  a  10  percent 
reserve  in  all  the  States,  or  be  redirected  to  meet  disaster  needs  without 
the  prior  approval  of  Congress.  The  committee  recommends  that 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  develop  an  overall  plan  and  program  in 
connection  with  emergency  conservation  measures,  and  present  them 
for  consideration  by  the  committee  at  the  next  session  of  the  Congress. 

3 


Chapter  II 

COMMERCE  AND  RELATED  AGENCIES 
Civil  Aeronautics  Administration 


Construction  and  development,  additional  Washington  airport.— The 
evidence  presented  to  the  committee  in  the  course  of  hearings  on  this 
matter  clearly  indicates  that  Washington  National  Airport  airspace- 
congestion  problems  are  in  large  part  due  to  the  proximity  of  military 
flying  activities.  In  addition  to  the  congestion  created  by  flight 
activities  at  Andrews  Air  Force  Base,  Bolling  Air  Force  Base,  Ana- 
costia  Naval  Air  Station,  and  smaller  installations  at  Quantico  and 
Fort  Belvoir,  restrictions  on  airspace  utilization  are  created  by  the  (^\ 
Quantico  gunnery  and  rocket  range  and  the  Dahlgren  danger  area. 

Testimony  discloses  that  the  Burke  site  is  14%  miles  from  Wash¬ 
ington  National  Airport.  The  Systems  Engineering  Team  of  the 
Office  of  Aviation  Facilities  Planning,  The  White  House,  in  their 
Plan  for  Modernization  of  the  National  System  of  Aviation  Facilities 
dated  May  6,  1957,  recommend  “spacing  between  airports  *  *  * 
on  the  order  of  16  miles.”  The  effect  of  the  proximity  of  the  Burke 
site  to  Washington  National  Airport  would,  as  stated  in  the  CAA 
Technical  Development  Report  No.  187  of  November  1952: 


interfere  with  the  west  holding  stack  presently  adopted  for 
Washington  National  Airport  and  will  probably  require  that 
the  Washington  National  Airport  approach  system  revert  to 
a  one-stack  operation  *  *  *  this  change  would  reduce  the 
acceptance  rate  of  the  Washington  National  Airport  some¬ 
what  *  *  * 


This  would  mean  that  under  instrument  flight  rule  operations  that 
Washington  National  Airport  operations  would  be  reduced  because 
operations  would  work  through  one,  instead  of  the  present  two, 
stacking  areas. 

Opposition  to  the  Burke  site  was  strongly  presented  by  members  of 
the  Fairfax  County  Board,  school  board  officials,  members  of  the 
county  planning  commission,  the  two  Senators  from  the  State  of  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  the  Member  of  Congress  representing  the  district.  It  is 
apparent  that  such  opposition  may  stem  in  large  part  from  the  lack  of 
consultation  with  the  local  authorities  which  was  prescribed  by  sec¬ 
tion  2  of  Public  Law  762  of  September  7,  1950.  Such  opposition 
stemmed  also  from  the  apparent  effect  of  the  selection  of  the  site  at 
Burke  upon  the  developmental  program  of  thp  county  planning  com¬ 
mission  and  other  impact  upon  the  community,  particularly  with 
respect  to  the  jet  noise  factor.  At  the  time  of  the  authorization  (1950) 
and  subsequent  site  selection,  propeller  aircraft  were  contemplated 
using  the  facility;  the  present  situation  is  one  where  the  facility  would 
be  serving  commercial  jets,  expected  to  be  operating  in  the  near 
future. 
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With  respect  to  other  nearby  areas,  such  as  Chantilly  and  adjacent 
areas  of  Loudon  County,  there  was  little  evidence  of  local  opposition. 

Just  yesterday  the  President  approved  Public  Law  133,  the  Airways 
Modernization  Act  of  1957,  creating  the  Airways  Modernization 
Board . 

Therefore,  the  committee  recommends  that  the  amount  of 
$12,500,000  allowed  by  the  House  he  eliminated  from  the  bill  and 
directs  that  the  Airways  Modernization  Board  study  the  terms  of 
Public  Law  762  of  the  81st  Congress  and  in  furtherance  of  that  study 
investigate  and  recommend  to  the  Congress  by  January  15,  1958,  a 
site  (either  entirely  new  or  the  remodeling  of  a  present  airport)  that  is 
in  its  opinion  suitable  for  a  new  modern  airport  adequate  of  serving  the 
metropolitan  area  of  Washington. 

It  is  the  present  sense  of  the  committee  that  it  will  take  appropriate 
steps  to  approve  and  commence  the  construction  at  a  site  for  such  an 
airport  in  the  early  months  of  1958  as  it  recognizes  the  need  for  such 
an  airport  in  the  metropolitan  area  of  Washington. 

|  The  committee  urges  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  and  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Administration  in  considering  how  best  to  route  air 
traffic  safely  and  expeditiously  in  the  metropolitan  area  of  Washing¬ 
ton  to  make  the  fullest  possible  use  of  the  Friendship  Airport,  tempo¬ 
rarily,  and,  if  advisable  after  experience,  permanently. 

This  action  is  without  prejudice  with  respect  to  submission  of  a 
request  in  the  second  session  of  this  Congress. 

Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey 

Construction  of  a  surveying  ship. — The  committee  recommends  an 
appropriation  of  $3,456,000  to  provide  additional  funds  over  the 
amount  appropriated  in  fiscal  year  1957  for  the  design,  construction, 
equipping  and  outfitting  of  a  surveying  ship.  Public  Law  115  of 
July  24,  1957,  increased  the  authorization  for  this  purpose. 

The  House  did  not  consider  this  item  which  was  transmitted  to  the 
Senate  on  August  6,  1957,  in  Senate  Document  57. 

Bureau  of  Public  Roads 

v  Public  lands  highways  ( liquidation  of  contract  authorization). — The 
Jbommittee  recommends  an  appropriation  of  $1,533,000.  The  amount 
recommended  represents  liquidation  of  the  small  balance  of  $225,000 
of  the  1957  authorization  and  $1,308,000  of  the  1958  authorization  of 
$2,000,000,  which  actually  became  available  for  obligation  at  the 
beginning  of  fiscal  year  1957. 

The  funds  provided  will  be  applied  to  make  payments  on  contracts 
already  placed  as  well  as  permitting  placing  of  contracts  on  projects 
already  allocated. 

Weather  Bureau 

Salaries  and  expenses. — The  committee  recommends  an  additional 
$372,100  for  the  Weather  Bureau,  an  increase  of  $372,100  over  the 
House  bill.  The  amount  herein  provided,  together  with  the  regular 
appropriation  for  1958,  will  bring  operations  up  to  the  level  contemp¬ 
lated  by  the  Senate  allowance  on  the  regular  appropriation  for  1958. 
This  action  will  alleviate  to  a  major  extent  adjustments  in  staffing 
level  otherwise  necessary. 
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The  Panama  Canal 


PANAMA  CANAL  COMPANY 


Panama  Canal  Bridge.— The  committee  recommends  an  appropria¬ 
tion  of  SI  million,  the  amount  of  the  estimate  requested  in  House 
Document  198  of  June  18,  1957,  and  an  increase  of  SI  million  over 
the  House  bill.  The  amount  requested  will  provide  for  work  prelimi¬ 
nary  to  the  construction  of  a  high-level  bridge  across  the  Panama 
Canal  at  Balboa,  C.  Z.,  as  authorized  by  the  act  of  July  23,  1956. 

It  is  the  intent  of  the  committee  that  the  cost  of  this  bridge  is  not 
to  be  added  to  the  capital  investment  of  the  Panama  Canal  Company. 


INDEPENDENT  AGENCIES 
Advisory  Committee  on  Weather  Control 


Salaries  and  expenses—  The  committee  recommends  an  appropria¬ 
tion  of  S175,000,  an  increase  of  $175,000  over  the  House  bill.  Th 
amount  recommended  will  permit  the  Advisory  Committee  on 
Weather  Control  to  complete  its  final  report  to  the  President  and  to 
the  Congress  and  terminate  its  activities  by  December  31,  1957. 


Small  Business  Administration 


Salaries  and  expenses. — The  committee  recommends  an  appropria¬ 
tion  of  $2,570,000,  the  amount  of  the  budget  estimate,  and  has 
approved  the  language  as  submitted  in  Senate  Document  No.  57  of 

August  6,  1957.  , 

Revolving  jund.- — The  committee  recommends  an  appropriation  ot 
$100  million,  the  amount  of  the  budget  estimate.  This  appropriation 
will  provide  additional  capital  to  make  new  loans  and  to  finance  the 
administrative  costs  of  the  loan  program. 

Public  Law  120,  approved  August  3,  1957,  extended  the  Small 
Business  Act  for  an  additional  year. 


Chapter  III 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE— MILITARY  FUNCTIONS 
Interservice  Activities 

LORAN  STATIONS 


1957  appropriation _  $5,  450,  000 

1958  estimate _  5,  500,  000 

House  allowance _  5,  500,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  5,  500,  000 


The  committee  recommends  the  appropriation  of  $5, 500, 000  for 
Joran  stations.  This  is  the  same  amount  as  the  budget  estimate, 
which  was  also  allowed  by  the  House. 

This  amount  will  provide  for  advances  to  the  Coast  Guard  for 
construction  of  additional  transmitting  stations,  and  airstrips  to  per¬ 
mit  the  logistical  support  of  these  stations,  construction  of  a  section 
office  for  supervision  of  loran  activities,  and  the  procurement  of 
electronic  components. 

UNITED  STATES  SCIENTIFIC  SATELLITE 


1958  budget  estimate  (H.  Doc.  198) _  $34,  200,  000 

Allowed  by  House  (by  transfer) -  34,  200,  000 

Committee  recommendation  (by  transfer) -  34,  200,  000 


The  committee  approves  the  House  action  of  providing  by  transfer 
from  annual  appropriations  available  to  the  Department  of  Defense 
$34,200,000  for  the  scientific  satellite  project  known  as  VANGUARD. 
The  estimate,  which  requested  a  like  sum  in  appropriations,  is  con¬ 
tained  in  House  Document  198.  The  funds  will  complete  the  financ¬ 
ing  for  the  launching  vehicle,  radio  tracking,  data  reduction  and 
analysis,  and  the  satellite  itself. 

)  Department  of  the  Army 

MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION,  ARMY 


1957  appropriation _ 

1958  estimate _ 

House  action _ _  — 

Committee  recommendation  _ 

1  By  transfer  from  Army  stock  fund. 


i  $202,  000,  000 
325,  000,  000 
305,  000,  000 
315,  000,  000 


The  committee  approves  an  amount  of  $315  million  for  "Military, 
construction,  Army”.  This  is  $10  million  over  the  House  allowance 
and  $10  million  less  than  the  budget  estimate. 

The  committee  has  further  approved  a  total  program  for  execution 
by  the  Army  of  $365,172,000  or  $8,464,000  below  the  House-approved 
program  of  $373,636,000.  The  reduction  consists  of  certain  line  items 
from  the  projects  listed  below  which  were  included  in  the  appropriation 
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bill  as  passed  by  the  House  but  deleted  by  the  Senate  from  the  1958 
military  construction  authorization  bill.  The  bases  affected  and  the 
amounts  deleted  are: 


Fort  Lee,  Va - 

Fort  Eustis,  Va _ _ 

Oakland  Army  Base,  Calif 

Fort  Ord,  Calif - 

Fort  George  Meade,  Md_  _ 

Fort  Dix,  N.  J _ 

Fort  Buchanan,  P.  R _ 

Fort  Devens,  Mass _ 


$812,  000 
2,  477,  000 
602,  000 

1,  924,  000 

2,  063,  000 
303, 000 
136,  000 
147, 000 


The  program  as  approved  is  comprised  of  new  authorizations  in  the 
amount  of  $288,422,000  and  prior  authorizations  of  $76,750,000. 


INCREASE  IN  APPROPRIATION  OVER  HOUSE 

The  committee  recommends  an  increase  of  $10,000,000  over  the 
House-approved  amount.  The  carryover  of  unobligated  funds  by  the 
Army  at  the  end  of  fiscal  year  1957  was  $128,000,000.  However,  oFJ 
this  amount,  $32,000,000  is  reserved  for  one  project  and  $80,000,000  isO 
earmarked  for  the  completion  of  projects  under  construction  to  in¬ 
clude  Government  overhead  (inspection  and  supervision)  and  con¬ 
tingencies,  leaving  a  balance  of  $48,000,000  available  for  obligation 
against  new  projects.  Assuming  the  Army  meets  its  estimated 
obligations  for  fiscal  year  1958  of  $350,000,000,  the  increase  allowed 
by  the  committee  would  result  in  a  carryover  on  June  30,  1958,  ol 
$93,000,000,  a  level  the  committee  believes  justified  for  a  program  of 
this  magnitude. 

MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION,  ARMY  RESERVE  FORCES 


1957  appropriation _ $55,  000,  000 

1958  budget  estimate _  55,  000,  000 

House  allowance _  46,  000,  000 

Committee  recommendation _  55,  000,  000 


The  committee  recommends  the  appropriation  of  $55,000,000  for 
“Military  construction.  Army  Reserve  Forces.”  This  amount,  which 
is  for  Reserve  and  National  Guard  armory  and  nonarmory  construc¬ 
tion,  is  $9  million  above  the  amount  provided  by  the  House.  With- 
the  restoration  of  the  budget  estimate,  it  is  expected  that  the  Depart!  ^ 
ment  will  move  ahead  in  the  construction  programs  for  the  Reserve 
and  National  Guard. 

Department  of  the  Navy 


.  .  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION,  NAVY 

1957  appropriation _ - 

1958  estimate _ 

House  action _ _ 

Committee  recommendation _ 


1  $400,  000,  000 
3.35,  000,  000 
265,  000,  000 
300,  000,  000 


:  '  Includes  $200,000,000  by  transfer  from  the  Navy  stock  fund  and  $35,000,000  from  the  Marine  Corps 
stock  fund. 


The  committee  recommends  an  appropriation  of  $300,000,000  for 
“Military  construction,  Navy”.  This  amount  is  $35,000,000  more 
than  the  House  allowance  and  $35,000,000  under  the  budget  estimate. 
To  implement  this  appropriation,  the  committee  has  approved  a 
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total  program  for  execution  in  the  amount  of  $376,911,800,  which  is 
$2  070  000  less  than  the  House-approved  program.  The  reduction 
consists  of  certain  line  items  for  the  projects  listed  below  which  were 
included  in  the  appropriation  bill  as  passed  by  the  House  but  deleted 
by  the  Senate  from  the  1958  military  construction  authorization  bill. 
The  bases  affected  and  the  amounts  deleted  are: 


NAS,  El  Toro,  Calif. -  000 

NAS,  Lemoore,  Calif - ------ -  ’  970’  000 

MCTC,  Twentynine  Palms,  Calif -  27U’  uuu 

The  program  as  approved  is  comprised  of  new  authorizations  in  the 
amount  of  $300,627,800  and  prior  authorizations  of  $76,284,000. 


INCREASE  IN  APPROPRIATION  OVER  THE  HOUSE 


The  committee  has  recommended  an  increase  of  $35,000,000  over 
the  House-approved  amount.  Based  on  a  forecast  of  fiscal  year  1958 
obligations  for  the  Navy,  there  will  be  a  carryover  at  the  end  of  the 
year  of  $131,000,000.  This  would  be  $45,000,000  less  than  the  carry¬ 
over  on  June  30,  1957  of  $176,000,000,  and  an  amount  justified  in 
view  of  the  size  of  the  program  being  carried  out  by  the  N  avy. 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 

MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION,  AIR  FORCE 


1957  appropriation - 

1958  estimate - 

House  action - r-- 

Committee  recommendation 


$1,  228,  000,  000 
1,  000,  000,  000 
900,  000,  000 
950,  000,  000 


The  committee  approves  the  appropriation  of  $950,000,000  for 
"Military  construction,  Air  Force”.  This  amount  is  $50  million  more 
than  the  House  allowance  and  $50  million  under  the  budget  estimate. 

To  implement  the  appropriation,  the  committee  has  approved  a 
total  program  for  execution  in  the  amount  of  $1,141,520  00U  or 
$16  967,000  less  than  the  House-approved  program,  the  reduction 
in  the  program  consists  of  certain  line  items  for  the  projects  listed 
below  which  were  in  the  House-approved  bill  but  were  subsequently 
deleted  by  the  Senate  from  the  1958  military  construction  authoriza¬ 
tion  bill.  The  bases  affected  and  the  amounts  deleted  are: 


McGhee-Tyson  Air  Force  Base,  Tenn  - -  jJJJJ 

Niagara  Falls  military  aid  program,  New  York -  ^’non 

Otis  Air  Force  Base,  Mass -  ’  9r  /  ono 

Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Calif------- -  7oo’  nn0 

Suffolk  County  Air  Force  Base,  N.Y -  ijg’  0Q0 

Truax  Field,  Wis - - -  too'  000 

Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base,  Mich -  ’  . 

Brookley  Air  Force  Base,  Ala  -  ’  nnn 

Kirtland  Air  Force  Base,  N.  Mex -  262’  Q00 

Luke  Air  Force  Base,  Ariz -  fi1o’  nflfl 

Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Ind -  n00 

Columbus  Air  Force  Base,  Miss - -  ”Q() 

Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Maine -  9S9’  nnn 

Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base,  S.  Dak -  2gi’ 

Sewart  Air  Force  Base,  Tenn -  , ,  a™ 

Air  Force  Academy,  Colorado. - .  ’  ’  s 

As  passed  by  the  House,  certain  Air  Force  land  acquisitions  were 
deleted  from  the  program  requested  by  the  Department  of  Defense, 
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totaling  $1,028,000,  as  the  authorization  for  funding  these  items  was 
questionable.  Additional  information  has  since  been  submitted,  and 
now  verifies  the  availability  of  proper  authorizations  and  the  com¬ 
mittee  recommends  the  items  be  restored  to  the  program.  These 
items  and  amounts  are: 


Otis  Air  Force  Base,  Mass _ $13(  000 

Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Calif _ 298^  000 

Stewart  Air  Force  Base,  N.  Y _  15’  000 

Truax  Field,  Wisconsin _  93|  000 

Youngstown  military  aid  program,  Ohio _  37^  000 

Lawrance  G.  Hanscom  Field,  Mass _  132’  000 

Randolph  Air  Force  Base,  Tex _  83^  000 

Sheppard  Air  Force  Base,  Tex _  90’  000 

Sewart  Air  Force  Base,  Tenn _  53^  000 

Various  aircraft  control  and  warning _ 214^  000 


The  program  as  approved  is  comprised  of  new  authorizations  in 
the  amount  of  $575,786,000  and  prior  authorizations  of  $565,734,000. 

APPROPRIATION  INCREASE  OVER  HOUSE 

The  committee  has  recommended  an  increase  of  $50,000,000  over 
the  House.  Similar  to  the  Army  and  Navy,  the  Air  Force  has  been 
reducing  the  carryover  of  unobligated  balances  in  this  appropriation 
title.  Based  on  the  current  estimate  of  obligations  for  fiscal  year 
1958  in  the  amount  of  $1,065,000,000,  the  carryover  on  June  30, 
1958,  will  be  $245,000,000,  a  reduction  of  $115,000,000  in  unobligated 
balances  under  the  June  30,  1957,  amount  of  $360,000,000.  Taking 
into  consideration  the  long  lead  time  required  in  processing  a  program 
of  this  kind  the  committee  believes  that  a  carryover  of  this  amount 
is  justifiable  and  necessary. 


WHERRY  HOUSING 

The  acquisition  of  Wherry  housing  is  of  concern  to  the  committee. 
We  feel  that  the  manner  in  which  the  acquisition  of  Wherry  housing 
has  been  handled,  justified  the  concern  that  the  owners'  of  these 
projects  have  been  showing. 

The  2d  session  of  the  84th  Congress  which  passed  Public  Law  1020 
authorizing  the  acquisition  of  Wherry  projects  certainly  intended  that 
the  law  be  respected. 

More  than  12  months  have  elapsed  since  the  passing  of  this  law, 
and  as  yet,  practically  no  acquisitions  are  complete.  The  committee, 
therefore,  feels  that  a  review  of  the  Wherry  housing  situation  is  in 
order — since  it  will  be  remembered  that  it  was  only  a  few  short  years 
ago  that  the  military  urged  the  passage  of  laws  for  construction  of 
Wherry  projects. 

It  is  only  a  few  short  years  ago  that  the  military  insisted  on  private 
enterprise  entering  the  military  housing  field  and  constructing  these 
projects.  The  military  certified  in  each  instance  that  the  base 
involved  was  permanent,  and  that  the  houses  were  needed.  They 
leased  their  real  estate  for  long  terms  to  the  project  owners.  They 
approved  plans  and  specifications. 

A  cross  section  of  free  enterprise  responded  to  the  call  of  the  mili¬ 
tary — and  approximately  82,000  houses  were  constructed. 

Owners  of  these  houses  built  them  in  good  faith.  They  have 
vested  rights  which  must  be  respected  and  protected. 
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It  appears  that  the  continued  operation  of  these  projects  under  the 
present  conditions  is  excessively  expensive  to  the  Government,  and 
that  the  best  interests  of  the  Government  wdl  be  served  if  the  military 
will  proceed  with  dispatch  and  acquire  these  projects. 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS 


Section  312:  MATS  Industrial  Fund 

The  committee  recommends  the  inclusion  of  the  following  language 
as  contained  in  Senate  Document  50: 

Sec  312.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  is  hereby  authorized  to  transfer  to  the 
“Air  Force  industrial  fund”  not  to  exceed  $100,000,000  from  appropriations  to 
the  Department  of  Defense  available  for  obligation  during  the  fiscal  year  1958. 

This  amendment  will  provide  for  the  operation  of  the  Military  Air 
Transport  Service  on  an  industrial  funding  basis  beginning  in  1958. 


Section  313.  Sale  of  Scrap 

The  committee  has  approved  an  increase  of  $4,000,000— from 
$41  000,000  to  $45,000,000 — in  the  limitation  on  the  use  ol  funds  made 
available  from  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  scrap,  salvage,  and  surplus 
materials  for  expenses  of  transportation,  demilitarization,  and  other 
preparation  for  the  sale  of  such  surplus  materials.  The  Department 
of  Defense  had  requested  an  increase  of  $7,000,000.  The  original 
limitation,  as  found  in  section  612  of  Public  Law  117,  85th  Congress, 
has  been  increased  in  order  to  provide  sufficient  funds  to  redistribute 
and  dispose  of  material  and  property  excess  to  the  needs  of  our  Aimec 
Forces  in  Japan,  caused  by  the  substantial  reduction  of  forces  m  that 

country.  . 

The  language  of  the  amendment  is  as  follows: 

Sec  313.  Section  612  of  the  Department  of  Defense  Appropriation  Act  of 1958 
Public  Law  117,  approved  August  2,  1957, is  armnded  by '  figu7es 

“$41,000,000”  in  the  first  line  and  inserting  m  lieu  thereoj  $4o,uuu,uuu  . 

Section  314.  Pat  Rate  of  General  Counsel 


The  committee  has  approved  the  request  of  the  Department  of 
Defense  for  the  inclusion  of  the  following  language  m  the  bill: 

Sec.  314.  The  General  Counsel  of  the  Department  of  Defense  shall 
rate  prescribed  by  Reorganization  Plan  Number  6  approved  June  SO,  1953  (67  Stat. 


638). 

The  inclusion  of  this  language  will  make  it  clear  that  the  pay  rate 
of  the  General  Counsel  of  the  Department  of  Defense  shall  be  as  au¬ 
thorized  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  6,  approved  June  30,  1953. 


Chapter  IV 

FOREIGN  OPERATIONS 
Department  of  the  Army,  Civil  Functions 


ADMINISTRATION,  RYUKYU  ISLANDS 


1957  appropriation -  $2,  350,  000 

1958  budget  estimate _  _  2  875  000 

House  action _ in:;::::::::  2, 410;  000 

Committee  recommendation _  2,  475j  000 


The  committee  has  increased  the  amount  in  the  House  bill  for  this 
item  by  $65,000  in  order  to  provide  funds  for  the  establishment  of  a 
land  court.  The  administrative  expense  limitation  has  been  increased 
by  a  like  amount.  This  court  will  consider  all  litigation  regarding 
interpretation  and  application  of  the  complex  and  detailed  ordinance 
governing  the  United  States  land  acquisition  program  in  the  islands. 


CONSTRUCTION  OF  POWER  SYSTEMS,  RYUKYU  ISLANDS 


1958  budget  estimate -  $9,  200,  000 

House  action _  q 

Committee  recommendation _  1,  513,  q00 


The  committee  considered  an  estimate  of  $9,200,000  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  power  systems  in  the  Ryukyu  Islands.  The  entire  amount 
has  been  denied  by  the  House.  The  committee  recommends  an  appro¬ 
priation  of  $1,513,000  which  is  a  reduction  of  $7,687,000  in  the  budget 
estimate.  There  is  currently  under  construction  a  permanent 
Marine  Corps  camp  at  Henoko  which  when  completed  in  March  1950 
will  be  without  a  source  of  power.  The  Department  is  instructed  to 
examine  the  entire  situation  and  if  it  would  be  more  economical, 
power-generating  facilities  sufficient  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  Marine 
camp  should  be  constructed  at  Henoko.  Otherwise,  the  funds  may 
be  used  to  construct  power  transmission  facilities  to  the  camp  from  C 
the  existing  facilities. 

Export-Import  Bank  of  Washington 

ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES 


limitation  - $1,  670  000 

1958  budget  estimate _ _  \  9g0  000 

House  action _ ~~~  j’  ggg’  qqq 

Committee  recommendation _ ~~  l’  900'  000 


)  The  committee  concurs  in  the  action  of  the  House  in  recommending 
that  $1,900,000  of  the  funds  of  the  Export-Import  Bank  shall  be 
available  for  all  administrative  expenses  of  the  bank  for  the  fiscal 
year  1958.  The  amount  allowed  is  a  decrease  of  $80,000  in  the 
budget  estimate  and  is  an  increase  of  $230,000  over  the  amount 
provided  for  fiscal  year  1957  of  which  $97,000  is  for  payment  to  the 
civil-service  retirement  funds. 
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Chapter  V 


INDEPENDENT  OFFICES 
Funds  Appropriated  to  the  President 

For  disaster  relief,  the  committee  agrees  with  the  House  allowance 
of  the  full  estimate  of  $15,000,000  additional,  to  bring  the  fund  to 
$32,400,000  as  the  amount  available  during  1958  for  assisting  States 
and  local  governments  in  coping  with  major  disasters. 

General  Services  Administration 

)  HOSPITAL  FACILITIES  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

The  committee  recommends  an  appropriation  of  $290,000  addi¬ 
tional  for  hospital  facilities  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  provide 
$145,000  each  to  Georgetown  University  Hospital  and  to  Columbia 
Hospital  under  the  grant-in-aid  program  authorized  by  the  Hospital 
Center  Act  of  1946.  The  urgent  need  for  these  funds  is  occasioned  by 
increased  construction  costs  which  preclude  the  awarding  of  bids  for 
the  projects  that  have  been  approved  by  General  Services  Admin¬ 
istration. 

NATIONAL  ARCHIVES  AND  RECORDS  SERVICE 

The  committee  agrees  with  the  House  allowance  of  $30,000  for 
microfilming  and  transporting  to  the  Republic  of  the  Philippines 
certain  records  captured  by  United  States  forces  from  Philippine 
insurgents  in  1899-1903,  as  recently  authorized. 

REAL  PROPERTY  INVENTORY 

A  comprehensive  inventory  of  all  real  property  owned  and  leased 
\y  the  United  States  throughout  the  world  has  now  been  compiled  on 
accounting-machine  punchcards  by  General  Services  Administration 
from  reports  submitted  by  all  Government  agencies,  and  detailed 
listings  are  made  available,  within  security  regulations,  to  congres¬ 
sional  committees  and  interested  Government  agencies,  as  well  as  in 
reference  files  maintained  by  General  Services  Administration  in  all 
of  its  regional  offices.  The  inventory  is  kept  up  to  date  through 
changes  based  upon  annual  reports  from  the  agencies,  and  is  coordi¬ 
nated  with  other  responsibilities  of  GSA  under  the  Property  Act. 

This  achievement  has  been  accomplished  by  GSA  at  the  direct  re¬ 
quest  of  this  committee  contained  in  the  report  on  the  first  independent 
offices  appropriation  bill  for  1954.  Beginning  as  an  inventory  of 
property  owned  in  the  United  States,  the  compilation  has  been  ex¬ 
panded  to  cover  property  owned  throughout  the  world  as  well  as 
property  leased  throughout  the  world,  resulting  in  the  first  compre¬ 
hensive  inventory  of  real  property  ever  to  be  assembled  in  the  Federal 
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SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1958 


Government.  The  last  previous  attempt,  covering  Federal  property 
as  of  1937,  fell  far  short  of  the  present  comprehensive  inventory. 

The  committee  is  well  pleased  that  the  inventory  has  been  compiled 
and  maintained  at  relatively  small  cost,  and  the  committee  believes 
it  is  important  that  the  inventory  be  continued  and  kept  current 
through  annual  reports  from  the  agencies.  Through  individual  items 
of  savings  the  committee  believes  that  many  economies  will  continue 
to  accrue  from  the  routine  use  of  the  detailed  inventory  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  agencies  for  management  and  for  budgetary  purposes. 

As  an  aid  in  calling  attention  to  the  inventory,  beginning  in  1955 
the  committee  has  been  issuing  as  a  Senate  document  summary  tables 
and  general  information  from  each  inventory  report,  with  advance 
publicity  through  a  committee  print.  An  attempt  to  assure  the 
continuance  of  such  documents  through  a  permanent  authorization 
inserted  in  the  independent  offices  appropriation  bill  for  1958,  failed 

in  conference.  .  .  . 

The  committee  is  now  assured  by  General  Services  Administration 
that  they  will  continue  with  the  printing  of  summary  tables  and  ' 
general  information  from  the  inventory  reports  on  an  economical-* 
basis.  The  committee  trusts  that  this  arrangement  will  prove  satis¬ 
factory  and  helpful  to  those  persons  who  will  want  them,  and  that 
further  Senate  summaries  will  not  be  required.  During  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  1959  estimates,  the  committee  will  expect  a  report  from 
GSA  as  to  the  effective  issuance  of  the  reports  and  as  to  the  use 
made  of  them. 


Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency 

OFFICE  OF  THE  ADMINISTRATOR 

The  committee  agrees  with  the  House  allowance  of  $450,000  for 
financing  the  voluntary  home  mortgage  credit  program  in  1958,  which 
was  extended  until  July  31,  1959,  by  the  Housing  Act  of  1957. 

Veterans’  Administration 

SOLDIERS  AND  SAILORS  CIVIL  RELIEF 

The  committee  agrees  with  the  House  in  denying  funds  in  th^ 
amount  of  $1,300,000  for  making  refunds  to  certain  veterans,  and- 
referring  the  matter  to  the  legislative  committees  for  consideration 
of  appropriate  legislative  authorization. 


Chapter  VI 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR  AND  RELATED 

AGENCIES 

Department  of  the  Interior 


BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 


CONSTRUCTION 


3 


The  committee  recommends  the  inclusion  of  a'provision  in  the  bill 
to  allow  the  use  of  available  funds  for  the  reimbursement  of  the  city 
of  Monticello,  Utah,  for  the  cost  of  improvements  to  the  streets  and 
appurtenant  facilities  adjoining  property  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management.  The  total  amount  reimbursed  cannot 
exceed  $1,423. 

BUREAU  OF  INDIAN  AFFAIRS 


RESOURCES  MANAGEMENT 

Appropriation,  fiscal  year  1957 - - 

Appropriation,  fiscal  year  1958  (Public  Law  85—77) - 

Supplemental  estimate  (H.  Doc.  198) - 

House  allowance  (to  be  derived  by  transfer) - 

Committee  recommendation  (to  be  derived  by  transfer) 

i  Includes  $283,000  transferred  from  other  appropriations. 


1  $16,  733,  000 
17,  200,  000 
118, 000 
1 1 8,  000 
169,  000 


The  committee  recommends  the  allowance  of  $169,000,  to  be  de¬ 
rived  from  funds  available  to  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  to  assist 
the  Indians  of  the  Gila  River  Indian  Reservation  in  the  payment  of 
their  share  of  the  operation  and  maintenance  costs  of  the  San  Carlos 
irrigation  project.  In  the  past  these  charges  have  been  paid  by  the 
Indians  from  the  profits  of  their  community  farming  enterprise.  How¬ 
ever,  as  the  result  of  the  prolonged  drought  in  this  area  they  have 
experienced  crop  failures  in  the  last  2  years. 

The  budget  estimate  and  House  allowance  of  $118,000  was  deter¬ 
mined  by  subtracting  the  anticipated  profit  from  the  farming  opera¬ 
tion  of  $91,500  from  the  total  cost  of  operation  of  $209,500.  The 
committee  was  advised  by  the  Bureau  of  Indians  Affairs  that  due.  to 
the  continued  drought  this  operation  will  return  only  $40,500,  leaving 
a  deficit  of  $169,000.  The  committee  recommends  the  allowance  of 
the  full  amount  of  the  estimated  deficit  of  $169,000. 

The  committee  also  recommends  the  inclusion  of  a  provision  to 
authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  expend  the  income  from 
the  leases  of  lands  on  the  Colorado  River  Indian  Reservation  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Indians.  These  leases,  and  the  use  of  the  income  there¬ 
from  for  the  benefit  of  the  Indians,  were  authorized  by  Public  Law 
390,  84tli  Congress,  which  expired  August  14.  This  provision  is 
necessary  in  order  that  the  Secretary  may  use  the  income  from  the 
leases  for  the  benefit  of  the  Indians  during  the  current  fiscal  year. 
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Independent  Offices 

ALASKA  INTERNATIONAL  RAIL  AND  HIGHWAY  COMMISSION 


Appropriation,  to  date _  None 

Supplemental  estimate  (H.  Doc.  213) - $75,000 

House  allowance - - -  60,000 

Committee  recommendation _  60,  000 


The  committee  recommends  concurrence  in  the  House  allowance 
of  $60,000  for  the  Alaska  International  Rail  and  Highway  Commis¬ 
sion.  The  recommendation  is  a  decrease  of  $15,000  in  the  budget 
estimate.  It  is  the  view  of  the  committee  that  the  sum  recommended 
is  adequate  to  finance  the  activities  of  the  Commission  during  the 
current  fiscal  year. 


COMMISSION  FOR  A  NATIONAL  CULTURAL  CENTER 


1957  appropriation _ _ _ $150,000 

Budget  estimate  (H.  Doc.  213) _  (?) 

House  allowance _  (') 

Committee  recommendation _  (2) 

1  To  continue  available  the  unobligated  balance  of  the  fiscal  year  1957  appropriation. 

2  To  continue  available  not  to  exceed  $12,000  of  the  unobligated  balance  of  the  fiscal  year  1957  appropriation . 


The  committee  recommends  the  inclusion  of  a  provision  to  continue 
available  not  to  exceed  $12,000  of  the  unobligated  balance  of  the 
fiscal  year  1957  appropriation  to  the  District  of  Columbia  Auditorium 
Commission  to  finance  the  activities  of  the  Commission  for  a  National 
Cultural  Center.  This  provision  is  to  become  effective  only  upon 
the  enactment  into  law  of  H.  R.  4813,  which  establishes  this  Com¬ 
mission.  A  member  of  the  Commission  advised  the  committee  that 
the  amount  recommended  is  adequate  for  the  current  fiscal  year. 


Department  of  Agriculture 


FOREST  SERVICE 


Forest  land  management. — The  committee  recommends  the  inclusion 
of  a  provision  in  the  bill  to  authorize  the  use  of  not  to  exceed  $50,000 
of  the  funds  appropriated  for  the  construction  program  for  the 
acquisition  of  sites  for  buildings  outside  of  the  national  forests. 


Chapter  VII 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Public  Health  Service 


COMMUNICABLE  DISEASES 


The  committee  recommends  the  inclusion  of  the  following  para¬ 
graph  to  make  funds  available  for  the  Government’s  participation 
in  the  campaign  against  the  impending  possibility  of  an  influenza 
epidemic: 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “Communicable  diseases",  for  emergency  measures 
necessary  for  the  further  prevention  and  control  of  a  threatened  or  actual  epidemic 
of  influenza  $800  000:  Provided,  That  $2,000,000  may  be  transferred  from  funds 
Appropriated  for  disaster  relief  pursuant  id  the  Act  of  September  SO,  1950 ,  chapter 
1125  section  8  (6 A  Stat.  1109),  for  the  purposes  specified,  m  this  paragraph  including 
the  purchase,  without  regard  to  section  8709  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  and  distribution 
of  supplies  and  materials  for  prevention  and  control  and  grants  to  Slates  of  money 
and  medical  supplies  and  materials,  upon  a  finding  by  the  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Surgeon  General  and  the 
National  Advisory  Health  Council,  that  a  threatened  or  actual  epidemic  of  influenza 
constitutes  an  actual  or  potential  health  emergency  of  national  significance „ 


This  recommendation  provides  $300,000  more  than  was  requested 
in  the  budget  estimate,  but  is  the  identical  figure  which,  the  Public 
Health  Service,  after  consultation  with  representatives  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Medical  Association  and  the  State  and  Territorial  Health  Officers 
Association,  submitted  to  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  This  additional 
allowance  will  enable  the  Public  Health  Service  to  contract  with  a 
more  adequate  number  of  State,  university,  and  other  laboratories 
for  the  necessarv  diagnostic  and  surveillance  work.  Funds  had  been 
suggested  to  the  Budget  Bureau  in  an  amount  which  would  have  per¬ 
mitted  the  Service  to  contract  with  42  laboratories,  but  the  estimate 
approved  by  the  Budget  Bureau  would  have  limited  the  number  of 

laboratories  to  only  20.  ,  ,  , 

The  committee  was  informed  that  each  of  the  six  drug  manufac¬ 
turers  now  licensed  to  produce  vaccine  had  voluntarily  agreed  to 
devote  equipment  and  resources  to  the  production  of  the  vaccine. 
The  committee  is  sure  the  Public  Health  Service  if  cu'cumstances 
warrant  will  attempt  to  interest  other  pharmaceutical  manufacturers 
and  license  them  if  regulations  are  met. 

The  committee  recommendation  also  makes  a  contingent  transfer 
of  $2,000,000  from  the  appropriation  for  “Disaster  relief’  upon  a 
finding  that  there  exists  an  actual  or  potential  health  emergency  of 
national  significance.  This  will  make  interim  provision  for  expansion 
of  the  Government’s  contribution  should  the  mild  influenza  develop 
in  more  virulent  form  or  be  more  widespread  than  anticipated  between 
the  sessions  of  Congress. 
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HOSPITALS  AND  MEDICAL  CARE 

The  committee  recommends  the  inclusion  of  the  following  para¬ 
graph: 


The  limitation  under  this  head  contained  in  the  Third  Supplemental  Appropria¬ 
tion  Act,  1957,  for  payments  for  medical  care  of  dependents  and  retired  personnel 
under  the  Dependents’  Medical  Care  Act  is  increased  by  such  sum  or  sums  as  may  be 
necessary  for  the  purpose. 

The  Congress  in  the  Third  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1957, 
appropriated  additional  funds  for  “Hospitals  and  medical  care”  and 
earmarked  $580,000  to  be  available  only  for  the  medical  care  of  de¬ 
pendents  and  retired  personnel,  the  amount  requested  for  the  pur¬ 
pose. 

Experience  has  proven  that  there  was  incurred  for  this  purpose 
obligations  amounting  to  approximately  $175,000  in  excess  of  the 
limitation.  The  dependents  and  the  retired  personnel  have  a  statu¬ 
tory  right  to  the  medical  care,  and  whatever  sums  are  required  must 
be  made,  available.  These  additional  obligations  in  excess  of  the 
present  limitation  will  be  met  out  of  available  1957  funds. 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  INDIAN  HEALTH  FACILITIES 


The  committee  recommends  the  inclusion  of  the  following  paragraph : 

For  an  additional  amount  for  '‘Construction  of  Indian  health  facilities” ,  $34,000 
for  the  construction  of  sewer  and  water  facilities  for  the  Elko  Indian  colony,  Nevada. 

This  provision  is  designed  to  meet  an  emergency  situation  result¬ 
ing  from  failure  of  the  pumping  equipment  at  the  source  of  water 
supply  which  serves  the  Indian  village  of  the  Elko  Indian  colony, 
Nevada,  and  to  correct  the  gross  insanitary  conditions  resulting  from 
totally  inadequate  waste  disposal  facilities  which  represent  a  health 
hazard  to  about  100  Indians  residing  in  the  village,  as  well  as  to  the 
nearby  residents  of  Elko,  Nev.,  a  city  of  some  7,000  people.  The 
authorization  bill,  H.  R.  5953,  was  approved  by  the  President  on 
August  14,  1957. 

GENERAL  PROVISION 

The  committee  recommends  the  inclusion  of  the  following  paragraph: 

Section  210  of  the  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  Appropriation  f 
Act,  1958  (71  Slat.  224),  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  period  at  the  end  of  such  v*  j 
section  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  a  colon  and  the  following:  “Provided,  That  this 
section  shall  not  be  applicable  to  assistance  and  consultation  rendered  by  that  Depart¬ 
ment  in  connection  with  the  planning  of  a  building  for  the  use  of  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  at  Washington,  D.  C.” 

This  proposed  amendment  of  a  general  provision  in  the  1958  appro¬ 
priation  act  for  the  Department  will,  the  committee  was  advised, 
permit  the  resumption  by  Department  officials  of  negotiations  with 
the  General  Services  Administration  toward  having  plans  and  specifi¬ 
cations  completed  for  a  building  for  the  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion  authorized  in  July  1956,  under  the  lease-purchase  program, 
using  funds  currently  available  to  the  General  Services  Administration 


Chapter  VIII 
PUBLIC  WORKS 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE— CIVIL  FUNCTIONS 
Department  of  the  Army 


RIVERS  AND  HARBORS  AND  FLOOD  CONTROL 


CONSTRUCTION,  GENERAL 

1957  appropriation - 

Regular  act,  1958 - 

Supplemental  estimate - 

House  allowance - 

Committee  recommendation - 


$458,  469,  500 
449,  398,  500 
None 
Not  considered 
475,  000 


The  committee  recommends  an  additional  appropriation  of  $475,000 
for  fiscal  year  1958  for  application  to  the  following  projects: 

Columbia  River,  Vancouver,  Wash.,  to  The  Dalles,  Oreg - $425,  000 

Rathbun  Dam,  Iowa  (planning) - - - - 5U>  uu 

Total _ -  475,000 


Tennessee  Valley  Authority 


The  committee  agrees  with  the  House  allowance  of  an  appropriation 
of  $13,317,000,  which  is  a  reduction  of  $1,465,000  from  the  budget 
estimate  of  $14,782,000,  for  regular  1958  activities. 
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Chapter  IX 

DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 
International  Organizations  and  Conferences 

ELEVENTH  WORLD  HEALTH  ASSEMBLY  OF  THE 
WORLD  HEALTH  ORGANIZATION 

The  committee  recommends  that  $375,000,  the  budget  estimate, 
be  provided,  instead  of  $290,000,  the  House  allowance,  for  necessary 
expenses  incident  to  organizing  and  holding  the  assembly  in  Minnea¬ 
polis,  Minn.,  in  1958,  pursuant  to  authority  contained  in  Public  Law 
832,  approved  July  30,  1956. 

CONTRIBUTIONS  TO  INTERNATIONAL  ORGANIZATIONS 

The  committee  has  included  language  in  the  bill  to  permit  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  an  additional  contribution  of  $5,696  to  the  North  Atlantic 
Treaty  Organization  Parliamentary  Conference  out  of  funds  previously 
appropriated  for  “Contributions  to  International  Organizations.” 

INTERNATIONAL  FISHERIES  COMMISSIONS 

The  committee  has  approved  the  budget  estimate  and  House  allow¬ 
ance  of  $80,000  to  provide  for  the  United  States  one-half  share  of  the 
expenses  of  a  jointly  operated  program  with  Canada  to  conserve  the 
pink  salmon  stocks  in  the  Fraser  River  system  under  authority  of 
Public  Law  85-102,  approved  July  11,  1957. 

EDUCATIONAL,  SCIENTIFIC,  AND  CULTURAL  ACTIVITIES 

The  committee  has  approved  the  budget  estimate  and  House 
allowance  of  $3,525,000  requested  to  enable  the  purchase  of  Israeli 
pounds  accrued  to  the  United  States  Treasury  through  operation  of 
the  Informational  Media  Guaranty  Program  in  the  State  of  Israel. 
In  approving  this  amount,  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  committee  that  the 
basic  authority  under  which  foreign  credits  accrue  through  operation 
of  the  IMG  program  in  certain  countries  be  reexamined  as  should  be 
the  contracts  which  have  been  made  under  this  program,  and  a  full 
report  be  made  to  the  committee  in  January  1958,  with  recommenda¬ 
tions  as  to  any  changes  in  basic  authority  and  other  related  matters, 
especially  the  terms  of  the  contracts  in  force. 

The  committee  also  recommends  the  addition  of  the  following  pro¬ 
vision  to  the  House  bill: 

Provided,  That  this  amount  shall  be  used  for  purchase  of  foreign  currencies  from 
the  special  account  for  the  informational  media  guaranty  program,  at  rates  of  exchange 
determined  by  the  Treasury  Department,  but  in  no  event  at  a  higher  rate  per  unit 
than  the  free  world  market  value  of  the  currency  purchased,  and  the  amounts  of  any 
such  purchases  shall  be  covered  into  miscellaneous  receipts  of  the  Treasury. 
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THE  JUDICIARY 
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Courts  of  Appeals,  District  Courts,  and  Other  Judicial 

Services 

Salaries  of  referees. — The  committee  has  approved  $10,000  of  the 
additional  request  of  $11,500,  to  be  derived  from  the  referees  salary 
fund  to  cover  the  costs  for  salary  adjustment  of  three  referee  positions 
located  in  districts  with  rising  bankruptcy  business,  as  approved  by 
the  Judicial  Conference  in  March  1957. 

Exvenses  of  referees.—' The  committee  has  approved  $150,000  of  the 
budget  estimate  of  $172,000,  instead  of  the  House  recommendation 
of  $75  000,  to  be  derived  from  the  referees’  expense  fund,  lor  salaries 
and  expenses  of  additional  temporary  employees  considered  essential 
to  cope  with  the  increased  bankruptcy  caseload  m  the  courts  during 
the  fiscal  year  1958,  which  is  now  estimated  to  reach  82,000  cases, 
or  8,000  cases  over  the  original  1958  estimate. 

FUNDS  APPROPRIATED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 
President’s  Special  International  Program 

The  committee  has  approved  the  sum  of  $5,089,000  for  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  special  international  program  in  the  fiscal  year  1958.  this 
sum  will  provide  the  budget  estimate  of  $2,889,000  for  the  Brussels 
Exhibition,  and  $2,200,000,  the  budget  estimate  and  House  allowance 
for  the  trade  fair  exhibit  to  be  held  m  Gorki  Park,  Moscow,  in  the 

SUIt  was  the  considered  judgment  of  the  committee  that  the  request 
of  $2  889,000  to  supplement  the  previously  appropriated  total  ol 
$11  800,000  was  essential  to  meet  certain  unforeseen  cost  increases  and 
to  provide  adequate  exhibits  and  presentations  of  the  United  States 
in  its  participation  in  the  Brussels  World  Exhibition.  Testimony 
presented  to  the  committee  showed  the  additional  sum  was  necessary 

for  the  following  purposes: 

$79,  000  to  offset  increased  construction  costs; 

$1  075  000  to  provide  adequate  pavilion  exhibits  and  permit  opera¬ 
tions  on  a  13-hour,  7-day  week  ba^sis;  _ 

$340,  000  to  more  adequately  exhibit  United  States  scientific  prog¬ 
ress  in  the  international  science  section;  _ 

$350  000  to  provide  more  complete  utilization  of  auditorium  facil¬ 
ity;  allow  a  program  of  17  or  more  weeks  instead  oi 
only  10  weeks  of  the  26  weeks  exhibition; 

$115,000  for  insurance  required  under  Belgian  law  (fire,  liability, 
workmen’s  compensation) ; 

$430  000  for  Belgian  taxes  (5  percent  tax  on  materials  and  5  percent 
invoice  tax)  of  pavilion  construction  contract; 

$300,  000  for  program  and  exhibit  brochure;  and 

$200,  000  for  contingencies. 

With  respect  to  the  $2,200,000  allowance  for  the  trade  fan  exhibit 
in  Gorki  Park,  Moscow,  it  is  the  feeling  of  the  committee  that  such 
an  exhibit  will  afford  a  realistic  opportunity  for  the  Umted  States  to 
demonstrate  before  the  people  from  all  over  the  Soviet  Union  the 
facts  of  American  life,  industry,  and  culture. 


Chapter  X 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 
Coast  Guard 

ACQUISITION,  CONSTRUCTION,  AND  IMPROVEMENTS 

The  committee  concurs  with  the  House  in  recommending  an  appro¬ 
priation  of  the  supplemental  estimate  of  $8,100,000  as  requested  in 
House  Document  No.  198  for  the  procurement  of  long-range  land- 
based  aircraft  for  replacement  of  presently  overage  and  obsolescent 
craft. 
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Chapter  XI 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

Operating  Expenses 

The  committee  approved  the  language  request  of  the  Commissioners 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  enable  the  District  to  qualify  for  about 
$400  000  per  year  in  matching  Federal  grants  to  pay  for  vendor 
meS  care  furnished  recipients  under  four  of  the  public  assistance 
programs  under  authority  Sf  title  III  of  the  Social  Security  Amend¬ 
ments  Act  of  1956,  Public  Law  880,  approved  August  1,  1956. 

The  language  amendment  follows: 

DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  HEALTH 

Department  of  Public  Health,  amounts  equal  to  the  cost  of  medical  services  rendered 
recipients  of  Public  Assistance,  without  charge,  may  from  time  to  hme^  j™nsf erred 
.  iho  rionnrtrnpr)  t  nf  Public  Welfare  for  deposit  into  a  fund,  hereby  established,  for  the 

Zdreturnof  any  surplus  to  the  General  Fund  of  the  Distnct  of  Columbia. 

Judgments 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  sum  ot  $29,090,  Wrested  in 
Senate  Document  57  for  payment  of  a  judgment, 

House  bill  which  proposed  the  total  appropriation  of  $3,705,105  lor 
essential  expenses  of  several  activities. 
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Chapter  XII 

LEGISLATIVE  BRANCH 

Architect  of  ti-ie  Capitol 

CAPITOL  BUILDINGS  AND  GROUNDS 

FURNITURE  AND  FURNISHINGS  FOR  THE  ADDITIONAL  SENATE  OFFICE  BUILDING 

The  committee  has  allowed  $1,000,000  of  the  estimate  of  $1,3.50,000 
for  the  purchase  of  furniture  and  furnishings  for  the  additional  Senate 
Office  Building.  In  this  connection  the  committee  requests  the  Senate 
Office  Building  Commission  to  get  competitive  bids  for  the  furniture 
and  furnishings  insofar  as  competitive  bidding  is  practicable.  When 
it  is  not  practical,  then  the  committee  urges  the  Commission  to  follow 
the  purchases  with  utmost  care.  It  also  believes  that  careful  thought 
must  be  given  to  the  extent  it  is  possible  to  use  furniture  from  the 
present  Senate  Office  Building  in  order  to  have  the  best  possible 
equipment  for  both  buildings  when  they  are  fully  equipped  and  in  use. 

The  language  of  the  provision  inserted  by  the  committee  is  as 
follows : 

Architect  of  the  Capitol 

CAPITOL  BUILDINGS  AND  GROUNDS 

Furniture  and  Furnishings,  Additional  Senate  Office  Building:  To  enable  the 
Architect  of  the  Capitol,  under  the  direction  of  the  Senate  Office  Building  Commission 
to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  July  10,  1957  ( Public  Law  85-98,  85th 
Congress),  authorizing  furniture  and  furnishings  for  the  additional  office  building 
for  the  United  States  Senate,  authorized  to  be  constructed  and  equipped  by  the  Second 
Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1948  (62  Stat.  1029),  $ 1,000,000 ,  to  remain  available 
until  expended. 

REMODELING  SENATE  OFFICE  BUILDING 

The  committee  recommends  an  appropriation  of  $250,000  in  lieu 
of  $500,000,  the  amount  of  the  estimate,  for  the  remodeling  of  Senators’ 
suites  in  the  Senate  Office  Building  and  has  directed  that  the  work 
shall  be  done  by  the  force  of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol.  The  pro¬ 
vision  also  provides  that  no  part  of  the  funds  may  be  expended  for 
planning  by  architects  or  engineers  not  on  the  staff  of  the  Architect 
of  the  Capitol. 

The  provision  reads  as  follows: 

Remodeling,  Senate  Office  Building:  Toward  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  July  10,  195 /  ( Public  Law  85—95 ,  85th  Congress) ,  authorizing  the  enlarge¬ 
ment  and  remodeling  of  Senators 1  suites  and  structural,  mechanical ,  and  other  changes 
and  improvements  in  the  existing  Senate  Office  Building  to  provide  improved  accom¬ 
modations  for  the  United  States  Senate,  $250,000,  to  be  expended  by  the  Architect  of 
the  Capitol  under  the  direction  oj  the  Senate  Office  Building  Commission  and  to 
remain  available  until  expended:  Provided ,  That  the  funds  herein  appropriated  may 
be  expended  only  for  such  work  as  can  be  done  by  the  force  of  the  Architect  of  the 
Capitol  and  that  no  part  of  such  funds  may  be  expended  for  planning  by  architects 
or  engineers  not  on  the  staff  of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol. 
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Chapter  XIII 

CLAIMS  FOR  DAMAGES,  AUDITED  CLAIMS,  AND 

JUDGMENTS 

The  committee  recommends  an  increase  of  $753,860  over  the 
appropriation  recommended  by  the  House  for  the  payment  of  claims 
for  damages,  audited  claims,  and  judgments.  Details  with  respect 
to  the  additional  items  appear  in  Senate  Document  No.  60. 
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Chapter  XIV 
GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Exemption  From  Price  Limitation  on  Automobiles 

The  committee  considered  the  request  in  House  Document  No.  198 
for  language  exempting  from  the  price  limitation  on  automobile  pro¬ 
curement  the  cost  of  special  features  or  auxiliary  equipment  required 
for  carrying  out  investigative,  law  enforcement,  or  intelligence  activi¬ 
ties,  of  a  surveillance  or  police-type  nature. 

The  committee  understands  that  the  need  for  this  exemption  results 
from  a  decision  of  the  Comptroller  General  of  April  19,  1957,  which  /*■ 
upset  practices  followed  since  1938  of  excluding  the  costs  of  such 
equipment  from  the  price  limitation.  An  attempt  was  made  by  the 
committee  to  meet  this  situation  by  an  amendment  on  the  General 
Government  Matters  appropriation  bill  for  1958,  to  which  the  House 
did  not  agree.  The  present  estimated  language  was  then  submitted 
for  the  purpose  of  working  out  the  problem,  and  the  House  report 
contains  further  objections  to  the  language  that  has  been  submitted 
and  reasons  for  omitting  the  provision  from  this  bill. 

The  committee  is  advised  that  the  problem  involves  some  13 
Government  agencies  and  that  the  use  of  such  special  equipment 
varies  as  between  the  agencies,  making  it  difficult  to  establish  exact 
standards  on  a  governmentwide  basis. 

The  Comptroller  General  states  in  a  letter  dated  May  28,  1957,  to 
GSA,  that 

“accordingly,  we  will  not  object  to  continuance  of  the  report¬ 
ed  practice  provided  the  matter  is  promptly  presented  to 
Congress.  However, '  unless  the  Congress  excepts  police- 
type  vehicles  from  the  limitation  by  the  end  of  its  next 
session,  we  will  be  required  to  apply  at  that  time  the  rule  ^ 
laid  down  in  our  decision  of  April  19,  1957.” 

Therefore,  the  committee  directs  GSA  to  continue  its  procurement 
operations  under  the  present  arrangement,  and  to  submit  language 
to  rectify  the  problem  with  its  regular  budget  estimates  for  1959. 
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1  To  be  derived  by  transfer  from  fiscal  year  1958  annual  appropriations  available  to  the  Department  of  Defense. 

2  Language  included. 
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Calendar  No.  1 006 

85th  congress  If  ¥3  f\  t  1! 

1st  Session  O.  jK.  H  I  A  I 

[Report  No.  980] 


IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

August  8  (legislative  clay,  July  8) ,  1957 
Read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 

August  15, 1957 

Reported  by  Mr.  Hayden,  with  amendments 
[Omit  the  part  struck  through  and  insert  the  part  printed  in  italic] 


AN  ACT 

Making  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1958,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  fives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  the  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money 

4  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  supply  regu- 

5  lar  and  supplemental  appropriations  (this  Act  may  he  cited 

6  as  the  “Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1958”)  for  the 

7  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1958,  and  for  other  purposes, 

8  namely : 
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CHAPTER  I 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Research  Service 
SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 
Plant  and  Animal  Disease  and  Pest  Control 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  Expenses”, 
for  “plant  and  animal  disease  and  pest  control”,  $ 5,000,000 . 

Agricultural  Conservation  Program  Service 

EMERGENCY  CONSERVATION  MEASURES 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “ Emergency  Conserva¬ 
tion  Measures”,  to  be  used  for  the  same  purposes  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  same  conditions  as  the  funds  appropriated  under 
this  head  in  the  Third  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act, 
1957,  $ 25,000,000 . 

CHAPTER  4  II 

DEPARTMENT  OE  COMMERCE 
Civil  Aeronautic  Administration 

CONSTRUCTION  A NO  DEVELOPMENT^ 
ADDITIONAL  WASHINGTON  AIRPORT 
Eor  necessary  expenses  fee  tbe  construction  and  develop¬ 
ment  el  a  public  airport  in  tbe  vicinity  of  tbe  District  of 
Columbia^  as  authorized  by  tbe  Act  of  September  T-,  1950 
-{444  Statr  TvOfr  including  acquisition  of  land 7  $12,500,0907 
to  remain  available  until  expended^  Provided,  That  not  to 
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cxeee4  a  tetal  el  $250,-000  may  5e 
eaWe  appropriations  el  Oie  Civil 
tien  lev  necessary  administrative 


te  tfee  appli- 


Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  A  SURVEYING  SHIP 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “ Construction  of  a  survey¬ 
ing  ship” ,  $ 3,456,000 ,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

Bureau  of  Public  Roads 

PUBLIC  LANDS  HIGHWAYS 
Liquidation  of  Contract  Authorization 
For  payment  of  obligations  incurred  pursuant  to  the 
contract  authorization  granted  by  section  6  of  the  Federal- 
Aid  Highway  Act  of  1954  (68  Stat.  73)  and  section  106 
of  the  Federal- Aid  Highway  Act  of  1956  (70  Stat.  376), 
to  remain  available  until  expended,  $ 1,533,000 ,  which  sum 
is  composed  of  $ 225,000 ,  the  balance  of  the  amount  author¬ 
ized  to  be  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  1957,  and  $1,308,- 
000,  a  part  of  the  amount  authorized  to  be  appropriated  for 
the  fiscal  year  1958. 

Weather  Bureau 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  Expenses” , 


$ 372,100 . 


4 


1  THE  PANAMA  CANAL 

2  Panama  Canal  Company 

3  PANAMA  CANAL  BRIDGE 

4  For  expenses  necessary  for  work  preliminary  to  the  con- 

5  struction  of  a  high-level  bridge  across  the  Panama  Canal  at 

6  Balboa,  Canal  Zone,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  July  23, 

7  1956  (70  Stat.  596),  $1,000,000,  to  remain  available  until 

8  expended. 

9  INDEPENDENT  AGENCIES 

10  Advisory  Committee  on  Weather  Control 

11  To  complete  its  final  report  to  the  President  and  the 

12  Congress  as  provided  by  law,  $175,000:  Provided,  however, 

13  That  the  Committee  shall  complete  its  report  and  terminate 

14  its  activities  by  December  31,  1957,  and  turn  its  records 

15  over  to  the  National  Science  Foundation,  together  with  any 

16  unexpended  balances. 

17  Small  Business  Administration 

18  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

19  For  necessary  expenses,  not  otherwise  provided  for,  of 

20  the  Small  Business  Administration,  including  expenses 

21  of  attendance  at  meetings  concerned  with  the  purposes  of 

22  this  appropriation  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles, 

23  $2,570,000 ;  and  in  addition  there  may  be  transferred 
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to  this  appropriation  not  to  exceed  $ 8,590,000  from  the 
revolving  fund,  Small  Business  Administration,  and  not 
to  exceed  $ 490,000  from  the  fund  for  liquidation  of 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Disaster  Loans, 
Small  Business  Administration,  for  administrative  ex¬ 
penses  in  connection  with  activities  financed  under  said 
funds:  Provided,  That  the  amount  authorized  for  trans¬ 
fer  from  the  revolving  fund,  Small  Business  Administra¬ 
tion,  may  he  increased,  with  the  approval  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  by  such  amount  as  may  be  required  to 
finance  administrative  expenses  incurred  in  the  making  of 
disaster  loans:  Provided  further,  That  10  per  centum 
of  the  amount  authorized  to  be  transferred  from  the  re¬ 
volving  fund,  Small  Business  Administration,  shall  be 
placed  in  reserve  to  be  apportioned  for  use  pursuant  to 
section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  only 
in  such  amounts  and  at  such  times  as  may  become  necessary 
to  carry  out  the  business  loan  program. 

REVOLVING  FUND 

For  additional  capital  for  the  revolving  fund  authorized 
by  the  Small  Business  Act  of  1953,  as  amended,  to  be 
available  without  fiscal  year  limitations,  $100,000,000. 
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CHAPTER  H  III 

DEPARTMENT  OE  DEFENSE— MILITARY 

FUNCTIONS 
Interservice  Activities 

LORAN  STATIONS 

For  construction  of  additional  loran  stations  by  the 
Coast  Guard,  to  remain  available  until  expended,  $5,500,000, 
which  shall  be  transferred  on  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  to  the  appropriation,  “Acquisition,  construction,  and 
improvements”,  Coast  Guard. 

united  states  scientific  satellite 
For  necessary  expenses  for  the  United  States  Scientific 
Satellite,  $34,200,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  such 
annual  appropriations  available  to  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
to  remain  available  until  expended:  Provided, ,  That  within 
thirty  days  after  the  end  of  each  quarter  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  shall  render  to  the  Committees  on  Appropriations 
of  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives  a  full  report 
of  the  transfers  made  pursuant  to  this  authority. 

Department  of  the  Army 

MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION,  ARMY 
For  acquisition,  construction,  installation,  and  equipment 
of  temporary  or  permanent  public  works,  military  instal¬ 
lations,  and  facilities  for  the  Army  as  authorized  by  sections 


7 


1  102  and  505  of  the  Act  of  September  28,  1951  (Public  Law 

2  155),  by  section  102  of  the  Act  of  July  14,  1952  (Public 

3  Law  534) ,  the  Act  of  August  7,  1953  (Public  Law  209), 

4  the  Act  of  July  27,  1954  (Public  Law  534) ,  the  Act  of  Sep- 

5  tember  1,  1954  (Public  Law  765) ,  the  Act  of  July  15,  1955 

6  (Public  Law  161),  the  Act  of  August  3,  1956  (Public 

7  Law  968) ,  and  the  additional  projects  as  may  be  authorized 

8  by  law  during  the  first  session  of  the  Eighty-fifth  Congress, 

9  without  regard  to  section  4774  (d)  of  title  10,  United  States 

10  Code,  and  section  3734,  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  to 

11  remain  available  until  expended,  $305^000,000  $ 315,000,000 . 

12  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION,  ARMY  RESERVE  FORCES 

13  Eor  construction,  acquisition,  expansion,  rehabilitation 

14  and  conversion  of  facilities  for  the  training  and  administra- 

15  tion  of  the  reserve  components,  including  contributions  there- 

16  for,  as  authorized  by  sections  2231-2238  of  title  10,  United 

17  States  Code,  without  regard  to  section  4774  (d)  of  title  10, 

18  United  States  Code,  and  section  3734,  Revised  Statutes,  as 

19  amended,  and  land  and  interests  therein  may  be  acquired 

20  and  construction  prosecuted  thereon  prior  to  the  approval 

21  of  title  by  the  Attorney  General  as  required  by  section  355 

22  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended;  and  hire  of  passenger 

23  motor  vehicles;  $4670007000  $55,000,000,  to  remain  avail- 

24  able  until  expended. 
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Department  of  the  Navy 

MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION,  NAVY 
For  acquisition,  construction,  installation,  and  equip¬ 
ment  of  temporary  or  permanent  public  works,  naval  in¬ 
stallations,  and  facilities  for  the  Navy  as  authorized  by 
section  505  of  the  Act  of  September  28,  1951  (Public  Law 
155),  the  Act  of  August  7,  1953  (Public  Law  209),  the 
Act  of  July  27,  1954  (Public  Law  534) ,  the  Act  of  Sep¬ 
tember  1,  1954  (Public  Law  765),  the  Act  of  July  15, 
1955  (Public  Law  161) ,  the  Act  of  August  3,  1956  (Pub¬ 
lic  Law  968),  and  the  additional  projects  as  may  be  au¬ 
thorized  by  law  during  the  first  session  of  the  Eighty-fifth 
Congress,  without  regard  to  section  3734,  Eevised  Statutes, 
as  amended,  including  personnel  in  the  Bureau  of  Yards  and 
Docks  and  other  personal  services  necessary  for  the  purposes 
of  this  appropriation,  to  remain  available  until  expended, 
$365,000^00  $300,000,000. 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 

MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION,  AIR  FORCE 
For  acquisition,  construction,  installation,  and  equipment 
of  temporary  or  permanent  public  works,  military  installa¬ 
tions,  and  facilities  for  the  Air  Force  as  authorized  by  sec¬ 
tions  2231-2238  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  by  section 
505  of  the  Act  of  September  28,  1951  (Public  Law  155) , 
by  section  302  of  the  Act  of  July  14,  1952  (Public  Law 
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1  534),  the  Act  of  August  7,  1953  (Public  Law  209),  the 

2  Act  of  April  1,  1954  (Public  Law  325),  the  Act  of  July 

3  27,  1954  (Public  Law  534) ,  the  Act  of  September  1,  1954 

4  (Public  Law  765) ,  the  Act  of  July  15,  1955  (Public  Law 

5  161),  the  Act  of  August  3,  1956  (Public  Law  968),  and 

6  the  additional  projects  as  may  be  authorized  by  law  dur- 

7  ing  the  first  session  of  the  Eighty-fifth  Congress,  without 

8  regard  to  section  9774  (d)  of  title  10,  United  States  Code, 

9  and  section  3734  Revised  Statutes  as  amended,  to  remain 
10  available  until  expended,  $900,-009tOOO  $950,000,000. 

71  General  Provisions 

12  Sec.  204  301.  Eunds  appropriated  to  the  military  de- 

13  partments  for  construction  in  prior  years  are  hereby  made 

14  available  for  construction  authorized  for  each  such  department 

15  by  the  authorizations  enacted  into  law  during  the  first  session 

16  of  the  Eighty-fifth  Congress. 

17  Sec.  302-  302.  None  of  the  funds  appropriated  in  this 

18  chapter  shall  be  expended  for  payments  under  a  cost-plus-a- 

19  fixed-fee  contract  for  work  where  cost  estimates  exceed 

20  $25,000  to  be  performed  within  the  continental  United  States 

21  without  the  specific  approval  in  writing  of  the  Secretary  of 

22  Defense  setting  forth  the  reasons  therefor. 

23  Sec.  202  303.  None  of  the  funds  appropriated  in  this 

24  chapter  shall  be  expended  for  additional  costs  involved  in  ex- 

H.  R.  9131 - 2 
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10 

pediting  construction  unless  the  Secretary  of  Defense  certifies 
such  costs  to  be  necesary  to  protect  the  national  interest  and 
establishes  a  reasonable  completion  date  for  each  project, 
taking  into  consideration  the  urgency  of  the  requirement,  the 
type  and  location  of  the  project,  the  climatic  and  seasonal 
conditions  affecting  the  construction  and  the  application  of 
economical  construction  practices. 

Sec.  -204  304.  None  of  the  funds  appropriated  in  this 
chapter  shall  be  used  for  the  construction,  replacement,  or 
reactivation  of  any  bakery,  laundry,  or  dry-cleaning  facility 
in  the  United  States,  its  Territories  or  possessions,  as  to  which 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  does  not  certify,  in  writing,  giving 
his  reasons  therefor,  that  the  services  to  be  furnished  by  such 
facilities  are  not  obtainable  from  commercial  sources  at 
reasonable  rates. 

Sec.  205  305.  Funds  appropriated  to  the  military  de¬ 
partments  for  construction  are  hereby  made  available  for  ad¬ 
vance  planning,  construction  design  and  architectural  serv¬ 
ices,  as  authorized  by  section  504  of  the  Act  of  September  28, 
1951,  as  amended  (69  Stat.  352) ,  and  for  hire  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles. 

Sec.  20£  306.  Appropriations  to  the  military  depart¬ 
ments  for  construction  may  he  charged  for  the  cost  of  ad¬ 
ministration,  supervision  and  inspection  of  family  housing 
authorized  pursuant  to  title  IV  of  the  Act  of  August  11,  1955 
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1  (Public  Law  345),  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  three  and 

2  one-half  per  centum  of  the  cost  of  each  such  project :  Provided, 

3  That  such  appropriations  shall  be  reimbursed  from  the 

4  proceeds  of  any  mortgage  executed  on  each  such  project. 

5  Sec.  -2-03-  307.  Any  limitations  contained  in  the  Depart- 

6  ment  of  Defense  Appropriation  Act,  1958,  on  the  unit  cost  of 

7  construction  of  family  quarters  shall  not  be  applicable  to 

8  forty-seven  units  of  family  quarters  at  the  United  States 

9  Air  Force  Academy,  the  individual  cost  of  which  shall  not 

10  exceed  the  following  limitations:  $75,000  on  one  unit  for 

11  the  superintendent;  $50,000  on  two  units  for  the  deans; 

12  and  $30,000  on  forty-four  units  for  department  heads. 

13  Sec.  208  308.  Funds  appropriated  to  the  military  de- 

14  partments  for  construction  may  be  used  for  advances  to  the 

15  Bureau  of  Public  Roads,  Department  of  Commerce,  for  the 

16  purposes  of  section  6  of  the  Defense  Highway  Act  of  1941 

17  (55  Stat.  765) ,  as  amended,  and  section  12  of  the  Federal- 

18  Aid  Highway  Act  of  1950  (64  Stat.  785),  as  amended, 

19  when  projects  authorized  therein  are  certified  as  important 

20  to  the  national  defense  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 

21  Sec.  299  309.  The  family  unit  costs  for  family  housing 

22  including  land  authorized  to  be  purchased  by  section  103 

23  of  H.  R.  8240,  Eighty-fifth  Congress,  may  exceed  by  not 

24  more  than  15  per  centum  the  respective  limitations  on  such 
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1  costs  contained  in  the  Department  of  Defense  Appropriation 

2  Act  for  1958. 

3  Sec.  240  31 0.  Any  limitations  contained  in  the  Depart- 

4  ment  of  Defense  Appropriation  Act,  1958,  on  the  unit  cost  of 

5  the  construction  of  family  quarters  shall  not  he  applicable 

6  to  such  units  constructed  in  Canada,  Alaska,  and  the  Aleutian 

7  Islands.  The  average  per  unit  cost  of  all  family  quarters  con- 

8  structed  in  Canada,  Alaska,  and  the  Aleutian  Islands  shall 

9  not  exceed  $32,000,  and  in  no  event  shall  the  individual  cost 

10  exceed  $40,000. 

11  Sec.  244  311.  None  of  the  funds  appropriated  in  this 

12  chapter  may  he  used  to  begin  construction  on  new  bases  for 

13  which  specific  appropriations  have  not  been  made. 

14  Sec.  312.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  is  hereby  author- 

15  ized  to  transfer  to  the  “Air  Force  industrial  fund”  not  to 

10  exceed  $ 100,000,000  from  appropriations  to  the  Depart- 

11  ment  of  Defense  available  for  obligation  during  the  fiscal 

18  year  1958. 

19  Sec.  313.  Section  612  of  the  Department  of  Defense 

20  Appropriation  Act  of  1958,  Public  Law  117,  approved 

21  August  2,  1957,  is  amended  by  deleting  the  figures 

22  “$41,000,000”  in  the  first  line  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 

23  “$45,000,000”. 

24  Sec.  314.  The  General  Counsel  of  the  Department  of 

25  Defense  shall  be  paid  at  the  rate  prescribed  by  Reorgan- 
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1  ization  Plan  Numbered  6  approved  June  30,  1953  (67 

2  Stat.  638). 

3  CHAPTER  HI  IV 

4  DEPARTMENT  OE  DEFENSE— CIVIL  FUNCTIONS 

5  Department  of  the  Army 

6  ADMINISTRATION,  RYUKYU  ISLANDS 

7  Eor  expenses,  not  otherwise  provided  for,  necessary  to 

8  meet  the  responsibilities  and  obligations  of  the  United  States 

9  in  connection  with  the  government  of  the  Ryukyu  Islands, 

10  including,  subject  to  such  authorizations  and  limitations  as 

11  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  tuition, 

12  travel  expenses,  and  fees  incident  to  instruction  in  the  United 

13  States  or  elsewhere  of  such  persons  as  may  be  required  to 

14  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  appropriation;  travel  ex- 

15  penses  and  transportation;  services  as  authorized  by  section 

16  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) ,  at  rates 
II  not  in  excess  of  $50  per  diem  for  individuals  not  to  exceed 

18  ten  in  number;  translation  rights,  photographic  work,  edu- 

19  cational  exhibits,  and  dissemination  of  information,  including 

20  preview  and  review  expenses  incident  thereto;  hire  of  pas- 

21  senger  motor  vehicles  and  aircraft ;  purchase  of  four  passenger 

22  motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only ;  repair  and  maintenance 

23  of  buildings,  utilities,  facilities,  and  appurtenances;  and  such 

24  supplies,  commodities,  and  equipment  as  may  he  essential 

25  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation;  $2,410,000 
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$ 2,475,000 ,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $4,-340,000  $1,405,000 
shall  be  available  for  administrative  and  information  and 
education  expenses:  Provided,  That  the  general  provisions 
of  the  Appropriation  Act  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for 
the  military  functions  of  the  Department  of  the  Army 
shall  apply  to  expenditures  made  from  this  appropria¬ 
tion:  Provided  further,  That  expenditures  from  this  ap¬ 
propriation  may  be  made  outside  continental  United 
States  when  necessary  to  carry  out  its  purposes,  with¬ 
out  regard  to  sections  355,  1136,  3648,  and  3734,  Eevised 
Statutes,  as  amended,  civil  service  or  classification  laws,  or 
provisions  of  law  prohibiting  payment  of  any  person  not  a 
citizen  of  the  United  States:  Provided  further,  That  expendi¬ 
tures  may  be  made  hereunder  for  the  purposes  of  economic 
rehabilitation  in  the  Bynkyu  Islands  in  such  manner  as  to 
be  consistent  with  the  general  objectives  of  titles  II  and  III 
of  the  Mutual  Security  Act  of  1954,  and  in  the  manner 
authorized  by  sections  505  (a)  and  522  (e)  thereof:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  funds  appropriated  hereunder  may  be 
used,  insofar  as  practicable,  and  under  such  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army 
to  pay  ocean  transportation  charges  from  United  States 
ports,  including  Territorial  ports,  to  ports  in  the  Kyukus  for 
the  movement  of  supplies  donated  to,  or  purchased  by, 
United  States  voluntary  nonprofit  relief  agencies  registered 
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with  and  recommended  by  the  Advisory  Committee  on 
Voluntary  Foreign  Aid  or  of  relief  packages  consigned  to 
individuals  residing  in  such  areas:  Provided  further,  That 
under  the  rules  and  regulations  to  be  prescribed,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Army  shall  fix  and  pay  a  uniform  rate  per  pound 
for  the  ocean  transportation  of  all  relief  packages  of  food 
or  other  general  classification  of  commodities  shipped  to  the 
Kyukyus  regardless  of  methods  of  shipment  and  higher  rates 
charged  by  particular  agencies  of  transportation,  hut  this 
proviso  shall  not  apply  to  shipments  made  by  individuals  to 
individuals :  Provided  further,  That  the  President  may  trans¬ 
fer  to  any  other  department  or  agency  any  function  or  func¬ 
tions  provided  for  under  this  appropriation,  and  there  shall 
be  transferred  to  any  such  department  or  agency  without 
reimbursement  and  without  regard  to  the  appropriation  from 
which  procured,  such  property  as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  shall  determine  to  relate  primarily  to  any 
function  or  functions  so  transferred. 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  POWER  SYSTEMS,  RYUKYU  ISLANDS 
For  necessary  expenses  of  construction,  installation,  and 
equipment  of  electric  power  systems  in  the  Ryukyu  Islands, 
which  shall  he  operated,  by  the  Ryukyu  Electric  Power  Cor¬ 
poration,  an  instrumentality  of  the  United  States  Civil 
Administration  of  the  Ryukyu  Islands;  services  as  author¬ 
ized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C. 
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55a),  at  rates  not  in  excess  of  $50  a  day  for  individuals ; 
hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles  and  hire  of  aircraft ; 
$1,513,000  to  remain  available  until  expended,  without 
regard  to  sections  355  and  3734  of  the  Revised  Statutes ,  as 
amended,  and  title  10,  United  States  Code,  section  4774. 

CORPORATION 

The  following  corporation  is  hereby  authorized  to  make 
such  expenditures  within  the  limits  of  funds  and  borrowing 
authority  available  to  such  corporation,  and  in  accord  with 
law,  and  to  make  such  contracts  and  commitments  without 
regard  to  fiscal  year  limitations  as  provided  by  section  104 
of  the  Government  Corporation  Control  Act,  as  amended,  as 
may  be  necessary  in  carrying  out  the  programs  set  forth  in 
the  budget  for  the  fiscal  year  1958  for  such  corporation, 
except  as  hereinafter  provided: 

Administrative  Expenses,  Export-Import  Bank  of 
Washington  (Limitation) 

Not  to  exceed  $1,900,000  (to  be  computed  on  an  ac¬ 
crual  basis)  of  the  funds  of  the  Export-Import  Bank  of 
Washington  shall  be  available  during  the  current  fiscal  year 
for  all  administrative  expenses  of  the  bank,  including  serv¬ 
ices  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2, 
1946  (5  IT.  S.  C.  55a)  at  rates  not  to  exceed  $50  per  diem 
for  individuals,  and  not  to  exceed  $9,000  for  entertainment 
allowances  for  members  of  the  Board  of  Directors  when  spe- 
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cifically  authorized  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Board:  Provided, 
That  necessary  expenses  (including  special  services  per¬ 
formed  on  a  contract  or  fee  basis,  but  not  including  other 
personal  services,  and  fees  or  dues  to  international  organi¬ 
zations  of  credit  institutions  engaged  in  financing  foreign 
trade)  in  connection  with  the  acquisition,  operation,  main¬ 
tenance,  improvement,  or  disposition  of  any  real  or  personal 
property  belonging  to  the  bank  or  in  which  it  has  an  interest, 
including  expenses  of  collections  of  pledged  collateral,  or  the 
investigation  or  appraisal  of  any  property  in  respect  to 
which  an  application  for  a  loan  has  been  made,  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  nonadministrative  expenses  for  the  purposes  hereof. 

CHAPTER  V 
INDEPENDENT  OEEICES 
Funds  Appropriated  to  the  President 

DISASTER  RELIEF 

Eor  an  additional  amount  for  “Disaster  relief”,  $15,- 
000,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended :  Provided,  That 
not  to  exceed  3  per  centum  of  the  foregoing  amount  shall 
be  available  for  administrative  expenses. 

General  Services  Administration 

HOSPITAL  FACILITIES  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 
For  an  additional  amount  for  expenses  necessary  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  August  7,  1946 

H.  R.  9131 - 3 
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( 60  Stat.  896 ) ,  as  amended,  authorizing  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  a  hospital  center  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
including  grants  to  private  agencies  for  hospital  facilities 
in  said  District,  $ 290,000 ,  to  remain  available  until  ex¬ 
pended,  :  Provided,  That  the  limitation  under  this  head  in 
the  Act  of  July  15,  1952  (66  Stat.  644),  as  amended, 
on  the  total  amount  to  be  provided  for  completion  of  grant 
projects,  is  increased  from  $ 13,010,000  to  $13,300,000. 
OPERATING  EXPENSES,  NATIONAL  ARCHIVES  AND  RECORDS 

SERVICE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Operating  expenses, 
National  Archives  and  Records  Service”,  $30,000. 

Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency 

OFFICE  OF  THE  ADMINISTRATOR 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$450,000;  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Inde¬ 
pendent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1958,  on  the  amount- 
available  for  expenses  of  travel,  is  increased  from  “$340,000” 
to  “$375,000”. 

CHAPTER  ^  VI 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

CONSTRUCTION 

Mot  to  exceed  $1,423  of  the  funds  available  to  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  from  definite  annual  appropriations 
shall  be  available  for  reimbursing  the  city  of  Monticello,  Utah, 
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1  for  the  cost  of  improvements  to  streets  and  appurtenant  facili- 

2  ties  adjoining  property  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Bureau 

3  of  Land  Management. 

4  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

5  RESOURCES  MANAGEMENT 

6  There  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  transferred  to  this 

7  appropriation,  from  any  other  definite  annual  appropriations 
S  from  the  general  funds  of  the  Treasury  available  to  the 
9  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30. 

10  1958,  not  to  exceed  $118,000  $169,000  for  emergency 

11  operation  and  maintenance  of  the  San  Carlos  irrigation 

12  project  on  a  nonreimbursable  basis:  Provided,  That  the 

13  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  authorized  to  expend  income 

14  received  from  leases  on  lands  on  the  Colorado  River  Indian 

15  Reservation  (southern  and  northern  reserves)  for  the  benefit 
lb  of  the  Colorado  River  Indian  Tribes  and  their  members 
11  during  the  current  fiscal  year,  or  until  beneficial  ownership 

18  of  the  lands  has  been  determined  if  such  determination  is 

19  made  during  the  current  fiscal  year. 

20  INDEPENDENT  OFFICES 

21  Alaska  International  Bail  and  Highway 

22  Commission 

23  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

24  For  expenses  necessary  for  the  Alaska  International 

25  Bail  and  Highway  Commission,  established  by  the  Act  of 
August  1,  1956  (70  Stat.  888),  including  reimbursement 
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1  to  the  “Emergency  Fund  for  the  President,  National  De- 

2  fense”  for  allocations  made  pursuant  to  section  8  of  said  Act, 

3  $60,000,  to  remain  available  until  August  31,  1958. 

4  Commission  foe  a  National  Cultural  Center 

5  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

0  The  Not  to  exceed  $ 12,000  of  the  unobligated  balance 
rj  of  the  appropriation  for  “Salaries  and  expenses,  District  of 
g  Columbia  Auditorium  Commission”,  granted  in  the  Supple- 
9  mental  Appropriation  Act,  1957,  shall  remain  available 
10  during  the  fiscal  year  1958,  for  necessary  expenses  of  the 
H  Commission  for  a  National  Cultural  Center,  as  authorized 

12  by  the  Act  of  July  1,  1955  (Public  Law  128) ,  as  amended: 

13  Provided,  That  this  paragraph  shall  be  effective  only  upon 

14  enactment  into  law  of  H.  R.  4813. 

15  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

16  Forest  Service 

17  Forest  Land  Management:  During  the  current  fiscal 

18  year  not  to  exceed  $50,000  of  the  funds  appropriated  under 

19  this  heading  shall  he  available  for  the  acquisition  of  sites 

20  authorized  by  the  Act  of  March  3,  1925,  as  amended  (16 

21  U.  S.  C.  555),  without  regard  to  any  other  limitation  on 

22  the  amount  available  for  this  purpose. 
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CHAPTER  VII 

2  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION, 

3  AND  WELFARE 

4  Public  Health  Service 

5  COMMUNICABLE  DISEASES 

6  Communicable  diseases:  For  an  additional  amount  for 

7  “ Communicable  diseases”,  for  emergency  measures  necessary 

8  for  the  further  prevention  and  control  of  a  threatened  or 

9  actual  epidemic  of  influenza,  $800,000:  Provided,  That 

10  $2,000,000  may  be  transferred  from  funds  appropriated  for 

11  disaster  relief  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  September  30,  1950, 

12  chapter  1125,  section  8  (64  Stat.  1109),  for  the  purposes 

13  specified  in  this  paragraph,  including  the  purchase,  without 

14  regard  to  section  3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  and  distribu- 

15  tion  of  supplies  and  materials  for  prevention  and  control  and 

16  grants  to  States  of  money  and  medical  supplies  and  materials, 

17  upon  a  finding  by  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 

18  Welfare,  upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Surgeon  General 

19  and  the  National  Advisory  Health  Council,  that  a  threatened 

20  or  actual  epidemic  of  influenza  constitutes  an  actual  or  poten- 

21  tial  health  emergency  of  national  significance. 

22  HOSPITALS  AND  MEDICAL  CARE 

2'^  The  limitation  under  this  head  contained  in  the  Third 
21  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1957,  for  payments  for 
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medical  care  of  dependents  and  retired  personnel  under  the 
Dependents’  Medical  Care  Act  is  increased  hy  such  sum  or 
sums  as  may  he  necessary  for  the  purpose. 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  INDIAN  HEALTH  FACILITIES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction  of  Indian 
health  facilities’ ,  $ 34,000 ,  for  the  construction  of  sewer 
and  water  facilities  for  the  Elko  Indian  colony,  Nevada. 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Section  210  of  the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  Appropriation  Act,  1958  (71  Stat.  224),  is 
amended  hy  striking  out  the  period  at  the  end  of  such  section 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  a  colon  and  the  following:  “Pro¬ 
vided,  That  this  section  shall  not  he  applicable  to  assistance 
and  consultation  rendered  hy  that  Department  in  connection 
with  the  planning  of  a  building  for  the  use  of  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration  at  Washington,  District  of  Columbia.” 

CHAPTER  NA  VIII 
PUBLIC  WORKS 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE— CIVIL 
FUNCTIONS 
Department  of  the  Army 

RIVERS  AND  HARBORS  AND  FLOOD  CONTROL 
Construction,  General 

F or  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction,  General ”, 

$ 475,000 ,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 
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Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
For  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  Act  of  1933,  as  amended  (16 
U.  S.  0.,  ch.  12 A) ,  including  hire,  maintenance,  and  opera¬ 
tion  of  aircraft,  and  purchase  (not  to  exceed  two  hundred  for 
replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles, 
$13,317,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

CHAPTER  VH  IX 
DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 
International  Organizations  and  Conferences 
eleventh  world  health  assembly  of  the  world 
health  organization 

For  necessary  expenses  incident  to  organizing  and  hold¬ 
ing  the  Eleventh  World  Health  Assembly  in  the  United 
States,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  July  30,  1956  (Public 
Law  832) ,  $200,000  $ 375,000 . 

CONTRIBUTIONS  TO  INTERNATIONAL  ORGANIZATIONS 
Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  2  of  Public 
Law  689,  Eighty- fourth  Congress,  an  additional  contribu¬ 
tion  of  $5,696  to  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty  Organization 
Parliamentary  Conference  is  authorized  out  of  funds  pre¬ 
viously  appropriated  for  “ Contributions  to  International 
Organizations  ’ . 
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International  Commissions 

INTERNATIONAL  FISHERIES  COMMISSIONS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “International  fisheries 
commissions”,  $80,000. 

Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural  Activities 
For  expenses  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  section  1011 
(d)  of  the  United  States  Information  and  Educational 
Exchange  Act  of  1948,  as  amended  (22  U.  S.  C.  1442  (d)  ) , 
$3,525,000:  Provided,  That  this  amount  shall  he  used  for 
purchase  of  foreign  currencies  from  the  special  account  for 
the  informational  media  guaranty  program,  at  rates  of 
exchange  determined  by  the  Treasury  Department,  hut  in 
no  event  at  a  higher  rate  per  unit  than  the  free  world  market 
value  of  the  currency  purchased,  and  the  amounts  of  any 
such  purchases  shall  he  covered  into  miscellaneous  receipts 
of  the  Treasury 

THE  JUDICIARY 

Courts  of  Appeals,  District  Courts,  and  Other 

Judicial  Services 

SALARIES  OF  REFEREES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  ((Salaries  of  referees ”, 
$ 10,000 ,  to  he  derived  from  the  referees'  salary  fund  estab¬ 
lished  in  pursuance  of  the  Act  of  June  28,  1946,  as  amended 
(11  U.  S.  C.  68). 
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EXPENSES  OF  EEFEEEES 

Tor  an  additional  amount  of  “Expenses  of  referees”, 
$7-57000  $ 150,000 ,  to  be  derived  from  the  referees’  expense 
fund  established  in  pursuance  of  the  Act  of  June  28,  1946, 
as  amended  (11  U.  S.  C.  68  (c)  (4)). 

FUNDS  APPE0PEIATED  TO  THE  PEESIDENT 
Peesident’s  Special  Inteenational  Peogeam 
For  an  additional  amount  for  -Prcsidcnt-s  special  inter¬ 
national  program”,  fg^QO-jOOQy  to  remain  available  until 

For  an  adidtional  amount  for  the  “President’s  special 
international  program” ,  including  uniforms  or  allowances 
therefor,  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  2131), 
$5,089,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended:  Provided , 
That  the  amount  made  available  under  this  head  in  the 
Departments  of  State  and  Justice,  the  Judiciary,  and  Related 
Agencies  Appropriation  Act,  1958,  for  United  States  partici¬ 
pation  in  the  Universal  and  International  Exhibition  of 
Brussels,  1958,  is  increased  from  “$ 6,500,000 ”  to  “$9,- 
389,000”. 

CHAPTEE  ¥HI  Z 
TEEASUEY  DEPAETMENT 
Coast  Guaed 

ACQUISITION,  CONSTEU CTION,  AND  IMPEOVEMENTS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Acquisition,  construction, 
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and  improvements”,  $8,100,000,  to  remain  available  until 
expended. 

CHAPTER  K  XI 
DISTRICT  OE  COLUMBIA 
(Out  of  District  of  Columbia  Funds) 

Operating  Expenses 

COMPENSATION  AND  RETIREMENT  FUND  EXPENSES 
For  an  additional  amount,  fiscal  year  1957,  for  “Com¬ 
pensation  and  retirement  fund  expenses”,  for  financing  the 
liability  of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  the  “Civil  service 
retirement  and  disability  fund”,  $980,000,  of  which  $78,300 
shall  be  payable  from  the  highway  fund,  $34,100  from  the 
water  fund,  $29,900  from  the  sanitary  sewage  works  fund, 
and  $2,500  from  the  motor  vehicle  parking  fund. 

OFFICE  OF  CORPORATION  COUNSEL 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Office  of  Corporation 
Counsel”,  $40,000. 

COURTS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Courts”,  $73,000. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  HEALTH 
Department  of  Public  Health,  amounts  equal  to  the  cost 
of  medical  services  rendered  recipients  of  Public  Assistance, 
without  charge,  may  from  time  to  time  he  transferred  to  the 
D  epartment  of  Public  Welfare  for  deposit  into  a  fund,  hereby 
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established,  for  the  'purpose  of  matching  Federal  grants  under 
the  Social  Security  Act  for  payment  for  medical  services  as 
provided  under  that  Act ,  payment  of  related  administrative 
expense,  and  return  of  any  surplus  to  the  general  fund  of 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

NATIONAL  ZOOLOGICAL  PAEK 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “National  Zoological 
Park”,  $49,000. 

Capital  Outlay 

PUBLIC  BUILDING  CONSTRUCTION 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Capital  Outlay,  Public 
Building  Construction”  for  acquisition  of  a  site  for  an  addi¬ 
tion  to  Bryan  Elemental  School,  preparation  of  plans  and 
specifications,  construction,  including  building  improvements 
and  alterations  and  treatment  of  grounds,  for  additions  to 
the  following  elementary  schools:  Biver  Terrace,  Bryan, 
Noyes,  and  Kingsman;  to  remain  available  until  expended, 
$2,421,000,  of  which  $146,500  shall  be  available  for  con¬ 
struction  services  by  the  Director  of  Buildings  and  Grounds 
or  by  contract  for  architectural  engineering  services,  as  may 
be  determined  by  the  Commissioners,  and  the  funds  for  the 
use  of  the  Director  of  Buildings  and  Grounds  shall  be  ad¬ 
vanced  to  the  appropriation  account,  “Construction  Services, 
Department  of  Buildings  and  Grounds”. 
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Miscellaneous 

SETTLEMENT  OF  CLAIMS  AND  SUITS 

For  the  payment  of  claims  in  excess  of  $250,  approved 
by  the  Commissioners  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  of  February  11,  1929,  as  amended  (45  Stat.  1160; 
46  Stat.  500;  65  Stat.  131),  $14,778. 

JUDGMENTS 

For  the  payment  of  final  judgments  rendered  against 
the  District  of  Columbia,  as  set  forth  in  Senate  Document 
Numbered  57  and  House  Documents  Numbered  198  and  213 
(Eighty-fifth  Congress) ,  $4-57038  $ 44,128 ,  together  with 
such  further  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  the  interest 
at  not  exceeding  4  per  centum  per  annum  on  such  judg¬ 
ments,  as  provided  by  law,  from  the  date  the  same  became 
due  until  the  date  of  payment. 

AUDITED  CLAIMS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  the  payment  of  claims,  cer¬ 
tified  to  be  due  by  the  accounting  officers  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  under  appropriations  the  balances  of  which  have 
been  exhausted  or  credited  to  the  general  or  special  funds  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  as  provided  by  law  (District  of 
Columbia  Code,  title  47,  sec.  130a) ,  being  for  the  service  of 
the  fiscal  year  1956  and  prior  fiscal  years  as  set  forth  in  House 
Documents  Numbered  198  and  213  (Eighty-fifth  Congress) , 
$112,289,  together  with  such  further  sums  as  may  be  neces- 
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sary  to  pay  the  interest  on  audited  claims  for  refunds  at  not 
exceeding  4  per  centum  per  annum  as  provided  by  law 
(Act  of  July  10,  1952,  66  Stat.  546,  sec.  14d) . 

Division  of  Expenses 

The  sums  appropriated  in  this  Act  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  shall,  unless  otherwise  specifically  provided  for,  be 
paid  out  of  the  general  fund  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as 
defined  in  the  District  of  Columbia  Appropriation  Acts  for 
the  fiscal  years  involved. 

CHAPTER  X  XII 
LEGISLATIVE  BRANCH 
House  of  Representatives 
For  payment  to  Anastasia  S.  Bowler,  widow  of  James 
B.  Bowler,  late  a  Representative  from  the  State  of  Hlinois, 
$22,500. 

Capitol  Police 

General  expenses:  Eor  an  additional  amount  for 
“General  expenses”,  $2,000. 

Architect  of  the  Capitol 

CAPITOL  BUILDINGS  AND  GROUNDS 
Furniture  and  furnishings ,  additional  Senate  Office 
Building:  To  enable  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  under 
the  direction  of  the  Senate  Office  Building  Commission, 
to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  July  10,  1957 
(Public  Law  85-93,  Eighty-fifth  Congress),  authorizing 
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furniture  and  furnishings  for  the  additional  office  building 
for  the  United  States  Senate,  authorized  to  be  constructed 
and  equipped  by  the  Second  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act, 
1948  (62  Stat.  1029),  $ 1,000,000 ,  to  remain  available 
until  expended. 

Remodeling,  S'enate  Office  Building:  Toward  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  July  10,  1957  (Public  Law 
85-95,  Eighty-fifth  Congress),  authorizing  the  enlargement 
and  remodeling  of  Senators’  suites  and  structural,  mechani¬ 
cal,  and  other  changes  and  improvements  in  the  existing 

Senate  Office  Building  to  provide  improved  accommoda- 

• 

tions  for  the  United  States  Senate,  $ 250,000 ,  to  be  ex¬ 
pended  big  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  under  the  direction 
of  the  Senate  Office  Building  Commission  and  to  remain 
available  until  expended:  Provided,  That  the  funds  herein 
appropriated  may  be  expended  only  for  such  work  as  can 
be  done  by  the  force  of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  and 
that  no  part  of  such  funds  may  be  expended  for  planning 
by  architects  or  engineers  not  on  the  staff  of  the  Architect 
of  the  Capitol. 

CHAPTER  X4  XIII 

CLAIMS  FOR  DAMAGES,  AUDITED  CLAIMS,  AND 

JUDGMENTS 

For  payment  of  claims  for  damages  as  settled  and  deter¬ 
mined  by  departments  and  agencies  in  accord  with  law, 
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1  audited  claims  certified  to  be  due  by  the  General  Accounting 

2  Office,  and  judgments  rendered  against  the  United  States 

3  by  United  States  district  courts  and  the  United  States  Court 

4  of  Claims,  as  set  forth  in  House  Document  Numbered  213, 

5  and  schedule  C  of  Senate  Document  Numbered  38,  Eighty- 

6  fifth  Congress,  £2, 104,087,  together  with  such  amounts  as 

7  may  be  necessary  to  pay  interest  (as  and  when  specified  in 

8  such  judgments  or  in  certain  of  the  settlements  of  the  General 

^  9  Accounting  Office  or  provided  by  law)  and  such  additional 

10  sums  due  to  increases  in  rates  of  exchange  as  may  be  neces- 

11  sary  to  pay  claims  in  foreign  currency:  Provided ,  That  no 

12  judgment  herein  appropriated  for  shall  be  paid  until  it  shall 

13  have  become  final  and  conclusive  against  the  United  States 

14  by  failure  of  the  parties  to  appeal  or  otherwise:  Provided 

15  further,  That,  unless  otherwise  specifically  required  by  law 

16  or  by  the  judgment,  payment  of  interest  wherever  appro- 

^  17  priated  for  herein  shall  not  continue  for  more  than  thirty  days 

18  after  the  date  of  approval  of  this  Act. 

19  For  payment  of  claims  for  damages  as  settled  and  de- 

20  termined,  by  departments  and  agencies  in  accord  with  law, 

21  audited  claims,  certified  to  be  due  by  the  General  Account- 

22  Office,  and  judgments  rendered  against  the  United  States 

23  by  United  States  district  courts  and  the  United  States  Court 

24  of  Claims,  as  set  forth  in  Senate  Document  Numbered  60, 

25  Eighty-fifth  Congress,  $ 753,860  together  with  such  amounts 


32 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 
23 


24 


as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  interest  ( as  and  when  specified 
in  such  judgments  or  in  certain  of  the  settlements  of  the 
General  Accounting  Office  or  provided  by  law)  and  such 
additional  sums  due  to  increases  in  rates  of  exchange  as  may 
be  necessary  to  pay  claims  in  foreign  currency:  Provided, 
That  no  judgment  herein  appropriated  for  shall  be  paid 
until  it  shall  have  become  final  and  conclusive  against  the 
United  States  by  failure  of  the  parties  to  appeal  or  otherwise: 
Provided  further,  That,  unless  otherwise  specifically  required 
by  law  or  by  the  judgment,  payment  of  interest  wherever 
appropriated  for  herein  shall  not  continue  for  more  than 
thirty  days  after  the  date  of  approval  of  this  Act. 

CHAPTER  SI  XIV 
GENERAL  PROVISION 

Sec.  42-01  1401.  Subsection  (e)  (1)  of  section  3679 
of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.  S.  C.  665),  is 
hereby  further  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(e)  (1)  No  apportionment  or  reapportionment,  or 

request  therefor  by  the  head  of  an  agency,  which,  in  the 
judgment  of  the  officer  making  or  the  agency  head  request¬ 
ing  such  apportionment  or  reapportionment,  would  indicate 
a  necessity  for  a  deficiency  or  supplemental  estimate  shall 
be  made  except  upon  a  determination  by  such  officer  or 
agency  head,  as  the  case  may  be,  that  such  action  is  re¬ 
quired  because  of  (A)  any  laws  enacted  subsequent  to  the 
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1  transmission  to  the  Congress  of  the  estimates  for  an  appro- 

2  priation  which  require  expenditures  beyond  administrative 

3  control;  or  (B)  emergencies  involving  the  safety  of  human 

4  life,  the  protection  of  property,  or  the  immediate  welfare 

5  of  individuals  in  cases  where  an  appropriation  has  been  made 

6  to  enable  the  United  States  to  make  payment  of,  or  contri- 

7  butions  toward,  sums  which  are  required  to  be  paid  to  indi- 

8  viduals  either  in  specific  amounts  fixed  by  law  or  in  accord- 

9  ance  with  formulae  prescribed  by  law.” 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  August  7,  1957. 

Attest:  RALPH  R.  ROBERTS, 

Clerk. 
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CE  OF  BUDGET  AND  FINANCE 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  House-Deceived  conference  report  on  bill  to  exempt  from  quotas  wheat 
used  on  farm  whefce  produced.  House  agreed  to  conference  report  cm^poultry 
inspection  bill.  Sen.  Humphrey  urged  creation  of  food  stockpiles  overseas. 


1.  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1958.  This  bill,  H.R.  9131,  was  made  the 
unfinished  business,  p.  13726 

Sen.  Hayden  submitted  a  notice  of  a  motion  to  suspend  the  rule  to  propose 
amendments  to  H.R.  9131,  the  1958  supplemental  appropriation  bill.  These 
amendments  include  committee  amendments  to  provide  $25  million  for  ACPS  for 
emergency  conservation  measures  and  another  to  include  language  to  authorize  the 
use  of  not  to  exceed  $50,000  of  the  funds  appropriated  for  forest  land  manage¬ 
ment  in  1958  for  the  acquisition  of  sites  for  buildings  outside  the  national 
forests. 

The  bill  also  includes  $175,000  to  complete  the  work  of  the  Advisory 
Committee  on  Weather  Control  by  Dec.,  31,  1957,  $13,317,000  for  TVA,  and  various 
amounts  for  claims.  ht 

The  committee  report  includes  the  following  statement:  MThe  committee 
believes  that  the  regular  agricultural  conservation  program  for  1958  should  not 
be  restricted  by  setting  up  a  10  percent,  reserve  in  all  the  States,  or  be 
redirected  to  meet  disaster  needs  without  the  prior  approval  of  Congress.  The 
committee  recommends  that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  develop  an  overall  plan 
and  program  in  connection  with  emergency  conservation  measures,  and  present  them 
for  consideration  by  the  committee  at  the  next  session  of  the  Congress." 

The  committee  report  also  describes  and  commends  the  real  property  in¬ 
ventory  being  maintained  by  GSA.  i 


2.  WOOL  IMPORTS.  The  Daily  Digest  statesi  that  the  Finance  Committee  ordered 

reported  "H.R.  6894,  amending  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  relative  to  unmanufi 
mica  vqnd  mica  films  and  splittings  (amendments  would  (1)  permit  duty-free 
entry  of  wool  yarns  dyed  and  cut  in  uniform  length  not  exceeding  3  inches^ 
and  (2)  \tmpose  a  3-cents-per-pound  import  duty  on  lead  and  zinc).1'  p. 

3.  SURPLUS  COMMODITIES;  FOREIGN  TRADE.  Sen.  Humphrey  urged  creation  of  food 

stockpiles  in  foreign  nations  to  insure  adequate  food  supplies  in  ca6e  of 
war,  through  khe  Public  Law  480  program  or  outright  grants.  He  inserted 
Defense  Department  answers  to  questions  involving  defense  food  reserves, 
pp.  13666-9 


4. 


FOREIGN  AID.  Sen.  Smith,  N.J.,  criticized  the  "thoughtless 
foreign  aid  program  budget,  and  inserted  an  editorial,  "Inv* 
Freedom."  pp.  13651-2, 


in  the 
in 


stment 


5.  FARM  PROGRAM.  Sen.  Talmadge  inserted  an  article  asserting  that  "The 

Eisenhower  administration  ''produced  a  crop  program  in  agriculture  that  has 
just  ruined  the  Negro  farmer  in  the  South,”  in  commenting  on  the  Civil  Rights 
legislation,  pp.  13649-50 


6.  SURPLUS  PROPERTY.  Sen.  Williams\inserted  a  GSA  report  showing  the  net  proceeds 
from  the  sale  of  surplus  property,  1945  to  1956";  totalling  $3.2  billion,  p, 
13659 


7.  ADMINISTRATIVE  LAW.  Sens.  Javits,  Douglas, /Bush,  Case  (N.J.),  Cooper,  and 
Humphrey,  discussed  the  Civil  Rights  bilL/and  its  effects  on  other  statutes 
involving  criminal  contempt  suits  in  equity,  by  requiring  jury  trials  and 
limiting  the  fines  for  violations  of  sufcnK  injunctions,  pp.  13659-66 


8.  ATOMIC  ENERGY.  Passed  with  amendment  H.R.  8996,  authorizing  appropriations  for 


the  AEC  to  acquire  or  construct  power  reactor^facilities.  Rejected,  34  to 


42,  an  amendment  by  Sen.  Hickenl^bper  to  delete  language  concerning  the 
waiver  of  use  charges  by  AEC  f qt/  cooperatives  ohly.  S.  2674  was  indefinitely 
postponed.  Senate  conferees  re  appointed.  pp.\13659,  13669-96,  13698-724 
Passed  with  amendment  H/R.  7383,  to  provide  Governmental  indemnity  and 
limitations  on  private  liability  for  atomic  energy  hazards  of  certain 
licensees.  S.  2051  was  indefinitely  postponed,  pp.  13724-6 


9.  LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM.  Seri.  Mansfield  announced  that  on  Mdo. ,  Aug.  19,  the 
Senate  would  consider  /the  supplemental  appropriation  billy  followed  by  a 
series  of  bills  including  S.  25,  to  make  the  effective  date,  of  wage-board 
personnel  pay  increases  retroactive  to  30  days  after  start  of  surveys;  H.R. 
2237,  to  transfervfcertain  VA  public  lands  to  the  Johnson  City\(Tenn.)  National 
Farm  Loan  Association  and  the  East  Tenn.  Production  Credit  Ass^;  and  S.  2757, 
to  authorize  construction  of  a  dam  on  Burns  Creek,  Ida.,  pp.  15^55,  13726 


10.  ADJOURNED  to  , Ion.  ,  Aug.  19.  p.  13726 


HOUSE 


11.  WHEAT.  Received  the  conference  report  on  S.  959,  to  exempt  certain  wheat^ 


producers  from  liability  where  all  the  wheat  crop  is  fed  or  used  for  seed\>r 
food^on  the  farm  where  produced  (H.  Rept.  1180).  (pp.  13745-46)  Following 
is  the  statement  of  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  regarding  the  bill' 
as  agreed  to  in  conference: 


1957 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


By  Mr.  CARLSON: 

S.  2809.  A  bill  to  establish  the  salary  and 
require  Senate  confirmation  of  the  Admin- 
^trative  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior; 
to\the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 


CONSERVATION  OP  ALASKAN 
3HERY  RESOURCES 

Mr.  MACjNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I  in¬ 
troduce,  for  appropriate  reference,  a  bill 
to  facilitate  thftxonduct  of  fishing  opera¬ 
tions  in  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  to  pro¬ 
mote  the  conservation  of  fishery  re¬ 
sources  thereof,  ane^for  other  purposes. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  an  ex¬ 
planatory  statement  (H.  the  bill  may  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENTS.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred; 
and,  without  objection,  the  explanatory 
statement  will  be  printed  in  the.  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  2805)  to  facilitate  Mje  con¬ 
duct  of  fishing  operations  in  the  terri¬ 
tory  of  Alaska,  to  promote  the  conserva¬ 
tion  of  fishery  resources  thereof,  and  Ipr 
other  purposes,  introduced  by  Mr.  Mai 
nuson,  was  received,  read  twice  by  its’ 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

The  explanatory  statement  presented 
by  Mr.  Magntjson  is  as  follows: 

Statement  on  Alaska  Fisheries  Bill 

On  June  20,  1957,  I  introduced,  at  the  re¬ 
quest  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior, 
S.  2349,  to  facilitate  the  conduct  of  fishing 
operations  in  the  Territory  of  Alaska  and  to 
promote  the  conservation  of  fishery  resources 
thereof.  As  the  session  developed,  it  ap¬ 
peared  that  there  would  not  be  time  for  thi 
necessary  consideration  of  the  various  poinl 
involved  before  the  Congress  recessed. 

Section  (a)  of  that  bill  was  of  special 
urgency,  in  that  it  dealt  with  the  matter  of 
determining  how  much  of  the  Alaska  Salm¬ 
on  runs  should  be  permitted  to  escape  to 
the  spawning  grounds  each  year,  a  question 
which  will  be  the  subject  of  discussion  at 
the  next  meeting  of  the  North  Pacijfc  Fishery 
Commission,  scheduled  for  November.  Ac¬ 
cordingly  that  section  of  the  bill  was 
approved  separately  by  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce,  and  was 
reported  to  the  Senate  on  August  14,  and  is 
now  on  the  Senate  Calendai 

So  that  there  may  be  n«  interruption  to 
the  normal  progress  and?  consideration  of 
the  remaining  sections  of /he  bill,  I  am  intro¬ 
ducing  a  new  bill  that/includes  those  sec¬ 
tions.  They  are  all -important  to  the  future 
of  Alaskan  fisheries,  aifad  to  the  economy  of 
that  Territory,  whichf  is  so  dependent  upon 
a  prosperous  fishing industry. 

In  brief,  this  bil/  would  revise  slightly  ex¬ 
isting  law  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  to  determine  a  particular  period  or 
periods  of  time/each  week,  totaling  not  less 
than  36  hours/as  closed  periods  for  the  tak¬ 
ing  of  salmo/  except  by  certain  prescribed 
methods;  would  prohibit  the  taking  of  salm¬ 
on  for  commercial  purposes  by  certain 
methods  Presently  in  use;  would  prohibit 
the  possession  or  disposal  of  illegally  taken 
fish,  ana  would  establish  certain  penalties 
for  violations. 

A  filial  section  of  the  bill  would  make  it 
unlawful  to  fish  for,  take,  or  kill  any  salmon, 
for  /ale  or  other  commercial  purposes,  in  any 
of  file  creeks,  streams,  or  rivers  of  Alaska,  or 
within  500  yards  of  the  mouth  of  such 
reeks,  etc.,  except  the  Karluk,  Yukon,  Uga- 
shik,  and  Kuskokwim  Rivers. 


STATEMENTS  > 
WITNESSES—  ? 


PRODUCTION  OP 
AND  REPORTS  OP 
AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  CLARK  submitted  amendments,  in 
the  nature  of  a  substitute,  intended  to 
be  proposed  by  him  to  the  bill  (S:  2377) 
to  amend  chapter  223,  title  1&/  United 
States  Code,  to  provide  for  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  statements  and  reports  of  wit¬ 
nesses,  which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table  and  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  JAVITS  submitted  ah  amendment, 
in  the  nature  of  a  substitute,  intended  to 
be  proposed  by  Mr.  O’Ma^oney  to  Senate 
bill  2377,  supra,  which  jvas  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table  and  to  be/printed. 


*1  ' 
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“INDEPENDENT  AGENCIES 

“ Advisory  Committee  on  Weather  Control 
“To  complete  its  final  report  to  the  Presi¬ 
dent  and  the  Congress  as  provided  by  law, 
$175,000:  Provided,  however.  That  the  com¬ 
mittee  shall  complete  its  report  and  termi¬ 
nate  its  activities  by  December  31,  1957,  and 
turn  its  records  over  to  the  National  Science 
Foundation,  together  with  any  unexpended 
balances.” 

On  page  12,  after  line  12,  insert: 

“Sec.  312.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  is 
hereby  authorized  to  transfer  to  the  ‘Air 
Force  industrial  fund’  not  to  exceed  $100,- 
000,000  from  appropriations  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  available  for  obligation  dur¬ 
ing  the  fiscal  year  1958. 

On  page  12,  after  line  13,  insert: 

"Sec.  313.  Section  612  of  the  Department  of 
Defense  Appropriation  Act  of  1958,  Public 
^Law  117,  approved  August  2,  1957,  is  amended 
by  deleting  the  figures  ‘$41,000,000’  in  the  first 
line  and  inserting  in  lieu-  thereof  ‘$45,000,- 
000.’  " 

On  page  12,  after  line  13,  insert: 

"Sec.  314.  The  General  Counsel  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  shall  be  paid  at  the  rate 
prescribed  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  6  ap¬ 
prove  June  30,  1953  (67  Stat.  638).” 

On  page  15,  after  line  18,  insert: 

“CONSTRUCTION  OF  POWER  SYSTEMS,  RYUKYU 
ISLANDS 

“For  necessary  expenses  of  construction, 

installation,  and  equipment  of  electric  power 

systems  in  the  Ryukyu  Islands,  which  shall 

be  operated  by  the  Ryukyu  Electric  Power 

Corporation,  an  instrumentality  of  the 

United  States  Civil  Administration  of  the 

Ryukyu  Islands;  services  as  authorized  by 

section  15  of  the  act  of  August  2,  1946  (5 

U.  S.  C.  55a) ,  at  rates  not  in  excess  of  $50 

.AMENDMENT,  OF  TITLE  II  OF  a  day  for  individuals;  hire  of  passenger  mo- 

or,rTAT  QimmTTV  apt  AMVNn  tor  vehicles  and  hire  of  aircraft;  $1,513,000  to 
SOCIAL  bhUJKilY  ACi — AJV1LJNL-  j 


AMENDMENT  OF  TITLE  II  OF  SOCIAL 
SECURITY  A0T,  RELATING  TO 
SURVIVORS  ,,OF  CERTAIN  MEM¬ 
BERS  OF  .  ARMED  FORCES — 

amendme: 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  submitted  an  amend¬ 
ment,  intended  to  be  proposed  by  him, 
to  the  bill -OH.  R.  1944)  to  amend  title  II 
of  the  Social  Security  Act  so  as  to  make 
[applicable,  in  the  case  of  the  survivors 
ofscertain  members  of  the  Armed  Forces, 
theSpro  visions  which  presently  prevent 
the  payment  of  benefits  to  aliens  who  are 
outsidd  the  United  States,  which  was 
ordered  Ho  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be 
prated. 


MENT 

Mr.  POTTER  submitted  an  amend¬ 
ment,  intended  to  be\proposed  by  him, 
to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8755  )\o  amend  title  II 
of  the  Social  Security  Act  to  permit  any 
instrumentality  of  two  or\more  States 
to  obtain  social  security  coverage  under  { 
its  agreement  separately  for  faiose  of  its 
employees  who  are  covered  by  a  retire¬ 
ment  system  and  who  desire  such  cover- 
age,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  oH.  the 
table  and  to  be  printed. 


NOTICE  OF  MOTION  TO  SUSPEND 
THE  RULE— AMENDMENTS  TO 
SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION 
BILL 

Mr.  HAYDEN  submitted  the  following 
notice  in  writing: 

In  accordance  with  rule  XL,  of  the  Stand¬ 
ing  Rules  of  the  Senate,  I  hereby  give  notice 
in  writing  that  it  is  my  intention  to  move  to 
suspend  paragraph  4  of  rule  XVI  for  the  pur-  * 
pose  of  proposing  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9131) 
making  supplemental  appropriations  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1958,  and  for 
other  purposes,  the  following  amendments, 
namely: 

On  page  2,  after  line  7,  insert: 

“AGRICULTURAL  CONSERVATION  PROGRAM  SERVICE 

“ Emergency  conservation  measures 
“For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Emergen¬ 
cy.  conservation  measures,’  to  be  used  for 
the  same  purposes  and  subject  to  the  same 
conditions  as  the  funds  appropriated  under 
this  head  in  the  Third  Supplemental  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1957,  $25,000,000.” 

On  page  4,  after  line  18,  insert: 


remain  available  until  expended,  without  re¬ 
gard  to  sections  355  and  3734  of  the  Revised 
Statutes,  as  amended,  and  title  10,  United 
States  Code,  section  4774.” 

On  page  18,  after  line  21,  insert: 

“BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 
“ Construction 

“Not  to  exceed  $1,423  of  the  funds  avail¬ 
able  to  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
from  definite  annual  appropriations  shall 
be  available  for  reimbursing  the  city  of 
Monticello,  Utah,  for  the  cost  of  improve¬ 
ments  to  streets  and  appurtenant  facilities 
adjoining  property  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management.” 

On  page  20,  after  line  14,  insert: 

“DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

“ Forest  Service 

"Forest  land  management:  During  the 
•current  fiscal  year  not  to  exceed  $50,000  of 
the  funds  appropriated  under  this  heading 
shall  be  available  for  the  acquisition  of  sites 
authorized  by  the  act  of  March  3,  1925,  as 
amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  555),  without  regard 
to  any  other  limitation  on  the  amount  avail¬ 
able  for  this  purpose.” 

On  page  21,  after  line  4,  insert: 

“COMMUNICABLE  DISEASES 

“Communicable  diseases:  For  an  additional 
amount  for  ‘Communicable  diseases,’  for 
emergency  measures  necessary  for  the  fur¬ 
ther  prevention  and  control  of  a  threatened 
or  actual  epidemic  of  influenza,  $800,000: 
Provided,  That  $2  million  may  be  transferred 
from  funds  appropriated  for  disaster  relief 
pursuant  to  the  act  of  September  30,  1950, 
chapter  1125,  section  8  (64  Stat.  1109),  for 
the  purposes  specified  in  this  paragraph, 
including  the  purchase,  without  regard  to 
section  3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  and 
distribution  of  supplies  and  materials  for 
prevention  and  control  and  grants  to  States 
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of  money  and  medical  supplies  and  mate¬ 
rials,  upon  a  finding  by  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  upon  the 
recommendation  of  the  Surgeon  General  and  t 
the  National  Advisory  Health  Council,  that  a 
threatened  or  actual  epidemic  of  influenza 
constitutes  an  actual  or  potential  health 
emergency  of  national  significance.” 

On  page  21,  after  line  4,  insert: 

“HOSPITALS  AND  MEDICAL  CARE 

“The  limitation  under  this  head  con¬ 
tained  in  the  Third  Supplemental  Appropria¬ 
tion  Act,  1957,  for  payments  for  medical 
care  of  dependents  and  retired  personnel 
under  the  Dependents’  Medical  Care  Act  is 
increased  by  such  sum  or  sums  as  may  be 
necessary  for  the  purposes.” 

On  page  22,  after  line  7,  insert: 

“general  provisions 

"Section  210  of  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  Appropriation  Act, 
1958  (71  Stat.  224),  is  amended  by  striking  J 
out  the  period  at  the  end  of  such  section  i 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  a  colon  and  the  ; 
following:  ‘Provided,  That  this  section  shall 
not  be  applicable  to  assistance  and  consul-  ; 
tation  rendered  by  that  Department  in  con-  ' 
nection  with  the  planning  of  a  building  for  j 
the  use  of  the  Pood  and  Drug  Administra-  •; 
tion  at  Washington,  District  of  Columbia.’  ”  * 

On  page  23,  after  line  16,  insert: 

"CONTRIBUTIONS  TO  INTERNATIONAL 
-A.  ORGANIZATIONS 

“Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  sec-  } 
tion  2  of  Public  Law  689,  84th  Congress,  an  - 
additional  contribution  of  $5,696  to  the  ; 
North  Atlantic  Treaty  Organization  Parlia-  : 
mentary  Conference  is  authorized  out  of  1 
founds  previously  appropriated  for  ‘Contri-  i 
butions  to  international  organizations’.” 

On  page  24,  line  9,  after  “$3,525,000”  in- 
sert:  “:  Provided,  That  this  amount  shall 
be  used  for  purchase  of  foreign  currencies  j 
from  the  special  account  for  the  informa-  : 
tlonal  media  guaranty  program,  at  rates  of  f 
exchange  determined  by  the  Treasury  De¬ 
partment,  but  in  no  event  at  a  higher  rate 
per  unit  than  the  free  world  market  value 
of  the  currency  purchased,  and  the  amounts  j 
of  any  such  purchases  shall  be  covered  into 
miscellaneous  receipts  of  the  Treasury.” 

Page  26,  after  line  19,  insert: 

“department  of  public  health 

"Department  of  Public  Health,  amounts  I 
equal  to  the  cost  of  medical  services  ren¬ 
dered  recipients  of  public  assistance,  with¬ 
out  charge,  may  from  time  to  time  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Department  of  Public  Welfare 
for  deposit  into  a  fund,  hereby  established, 
for  the  purpose  of  matching  Federal  grants 
under  the  Social  Security  Act  for  payment 
for  medical  services  as  provided  under  that 
act,  payment  of  related  administrative  ex¬ 
pense,  and  return  of  any  surplus  to  the  gen¬ 
eral  fund  of  the  District  of  Columbia.” 

Mr.  HAYDEN  also  submitted  amend¬ 
ments,  intended  to  be  proposed  by  him 
to  House  bill  9131,  making  supplemental 
appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1958,  and  for  other  purposes, 
which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table 
and  to  be  printed. 

(For  text  of  amendments  referred  to, 
see  the  foregoing  notice.) 

ADDRESSES,  EDITORIALS/  ARTI¬ 
CLES,  ETC.,  PRINTED  IN'  THE  AP¬ 
PENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con¬ 
sent,  addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc. 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ap¬ 
pendix,  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  MANSFIELD: 

Address  delivered/by  William  P.  McCahill, 
executive  secretary  of  the  President’s  Com¬ 


mittee  on  Employment  of  the  Physically 
Handicapped,  in  London,  England,  July  24, 
1957. 

By  Mr,  HILL: 

Editorial  entitled  “Raymond  Ross  Paty," 
published  in  the  Birmingham  (Ala.)  News 
of  August  9,  1957. 

By  Mr.  WILEY: 

Memorandum  on  the  scope,  purpose,  and 
activities  of  the  fine  arts  committee  of  the 
people-to-people  program,  prepared  by  David 
E.  Finley,  chairman  of  the  fine  arts  com¬ 
mittee. 

Article  entitled  “Nine  Oil  Concerns  Ask 
Government  To  Boost  Crude  Import  Ceil¬ 
ings,”  from  the  Wall  Street  Journal  of 
August  9,  1957. 

By  Mr.  YARBOROUGH: 

Article  from  the  Austin  (Tex.)  American- 
Statesman  of  August  11,  1957,  paying  tribute 
$o  the  late  Senator  Walter  F.  George. 

Article  entitled  “Drought  Again  Rears 
y  Head  in  Southwest  Areas,”  from  the 
Abilene  (Tex.)  Reporter-News  of  August  11, 
195A 

Editorial  and  resolution  relating  to  pro¬ 
posed  academy  of  public  affairs. 

Articles  from  the  Houston  Post  paying 
tribute  toNlice  institute. 

By  Mr.  THURMOND: 

Editorial  entitled  “Airborne  Drunks  and 
Safety,”  from^he  Philadelphia  Inquirer  of 
August  13,  1957 

Biography  of  j\mes  iziar  Sims,  of  Orange¬ 
burg,  S.  C. 

By  Mr.  SPARKMAN : 

Essay  on  the  subject  America’s  Crusade 
for  Free  Men’s  Rights,  written  by  Missy 
Joanne  Andrews,  of  OzaWK.  Ala.,  awarded  fir^  ’ 
prize  in  the  VFW  Ladies ’^Auxiliary  contest/ 

By  Mr.  TALMADGI 

Editorial  entitled  “A  Sublde  Attack  on  the 
Right  To  Know,”  from  the  savannah'-  (Ga.) 
Evening  Press  of  August  14,  19§7,  renting  to 
the  civil-rights  bill. 

By  Mr.  SMATHERS: 

Editorial  entitled  “A  Cry  at/  the  Cross¬ 
roads,”  from  the  Tampa  (Flay)  TrHjune  for 
Monday,  August  12,  1957. 

Article  entitled  “Real  Progress  in\  Civil 
Rights,”  written  by  Dorothy  Thompson\and 
published  in  the  Washington  Evening 

By  Mr.  MONRoNeY: 

Article  entitled  “Seiftiment  in'North  Shift 
on  Civil  Rights  Legislation,”  written  by' 
Raymond  Moley  aufi  published  in  the  Hous¬ 
ton  Chronicle  of-''  August  12,  1957.  „ 

By  Mr.  LANGER: 

The  GTA  Daily  Radio  Roundup  for  Au¬ 
gust  14,  1957f 


j  NOTION  CONCERNING  CERTAIN 
NOMINATIONS  BEFORE  COMMIT¬ 
TEES  ON  THE  JUDICIARY 

lr.  EASTLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
blowing  nominations  have  been  re¬ 
ferred  to  and  are  now  pending  before 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

Peter  Mills,  of  Maine,  to  be  United 
States  attorney,  for  the  district  of  Maine, 
4-year  term — reappointment. 

Harry  W.  Pinkham,  of  Maine,  to  be 
Jnited  States  marshal,  for  the  district 
of  Maine,  4-year  term — reappointment. 

On  behalf  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary,  notice  is  hereby  given  to  all 
persons  interested  in  these  nominations 
to  file  with  the  committee,  in  writing,  on 
or  before  Friday,  August  23,  1957,  any 
representations  or  objections  they  may 
wish  to  present  concerning  the  above 
nominations,  with  a  further  statement 
whether  it  is  their  intention  to  appear  at 
any  hearings  which  may  be  scheduled. 


PARTISAN  ATTACKS  ON  FOREIGN 
POLICY 

Mr.  MORTON.  Mr.  President,  last 
January,  during  the  Middle  East  crisis, 
our  colleague  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Fux-y 
bright]  and  some  of  his  fellow  Demo/ 
crats  were  sure  that  the  President  apd 
Secretary  Dulles  had  bungled  our  foiyfgn 
policy. 

Abuse  and  doubts  were  heapedy6n  the 
shoulders  of  those  charged  witlyhiaking 
our  foreign  policy.  In  the  midale  of  an 
international  crisis,  SecretarwDulles  was 
called  unfit  for  his  job.  /Administra¬ 
tion  critics  even  went  so  fay  as  to  demand 
his  resignation. 

They  did  not  spare  th£  President,  even 
though  his  prestige  w^s  essential  in  han¬ 
dling  the  crisis. 

Democratic  poliNcs  had  a  field  day, 
and  bipartisan  ^operation  as  thrown 
out  of  the  window.  The  opposition  got 
big  headlines  in  the  daily  press,  as  they 
roared  like  lipns. 

I  have  i^my  hand  a  copy  of  the  front 
page  of  tlje  Washington  Post  and  Times 
Herald  of  January  28.  It  says  in  2-inch, 
4  column  headlines: 

THREE /SENATORS  DEMAND  DULLES  POLICY  QUIZ 

Dz(y  after  day  there  were  anguished 
cr)4s  demanding  an  investigation.  Jn 
Imanding  this  investigation,  these 
Jemocrats  insisted  that  the  President’s 
urgent  request  for  Senate  action  be  held 
up  until  the  probe  was  completed.  Over 
this  thinly  disguised  political  haymaking, 
cooler  minds  prevailed.  While  an  in¬ 
vestigation  was  forced  upon  the  Senate, 
fortunately,  the  historic  Middle  Eastern 
doctrine  was  enacted  in  the  nick  of  time. 

Now  we  are  in  the  month  of  August. 
More  than  6  months  have  elapsed.  The 
much  publicized  investigation  has  been 
doing  on  during  these  months. 

What  has  been  the  result? 

I  have  in  my  hand  a  clipping  from  the 
Washington  Post  and  Times  Herald  of 
July  31.  In  very  modest  sized  print,  it 
announces  the  quiet  death  of  the  Ful- 
ybrigh't  subcommittee  to  investigate  our 
fiddle  East  policy. 

le  relative  sizes  of  these  January 
anA  July  newspaper  items  tell  quite  a 
story.  One  is  the  roar  of  the  lion — the 
other\the  squeak  of  the  mouse. 

In  January,  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
[Mr.  Fu\bright]  charged  that  our  for¬ 
eign  policV  was  in  the  hands  of  incom¬ 
petents,  that  America  had  alienated  its 
two  closest  allies,  that  Israel  was  being 
sacrificed,  thaVthe  Russians  were  gaining 
great  victories\that  doom  and  disaster 
were  about  to  descend  upon  us. 

Six  months  latek  we  ask :  Where  is  the 
doom?  Where  is  the  disaster?  They  are 
both  back  in  JanuarV,  because  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Arkansas  nnw  says  that  his 
investigation  will  serve  no  useful  purpose. 

On  both  sides  of  the  center  aisle  there 
are  sincere  men  who  deplore  making  our 
foreign  policy  a  battlefield  \f  or  partisan 
politics.  They  believe  that  Wt-and-run 
attacks  on  our  foreign  policy\erve  only 
America’s  enemies.  They  are  motivated 
by  the  high  ideal  that  party  \politics 
should  end  at  the  water’s  edge — no\begin 
there.  Of  course,  no  Senator  would,  op¬ 
pose  a  valid  inquiry  into  the  stat\of 
our  foreign  policy. 
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niter;  Yankee  would  pay  $14,400:  Elk  River 
would  pay  $1,640;  General  Electric  Co. 
woutti  pay  $360,  and  Armour  and  Battella 
would 'pay  $100  each. 

Seventh,  to  complete  the  statutory  pro¬ 
visions  folt  the  reasonable  safety  of  reactors, 
as  I  have  Inentioned  before,  the  bill  would 
make  the  Reactor  Safeguards  Committee  a 
statutory  committee  and  would  make  its  re¬ 
ports  public.  It  would  require  the  Reactor 
Safeguards  Committee  to  pass  on  applica¬ 
tions  for  those  houses  for  reactors  which, 
by  their  nature,  aretthe  less  safe.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  the  Commission  is  required  to  hold 
hearings  on  each  facility  which  would  be 
licensed,  either  as  a  conamercial  facility  or 
as  a  facility  looking  toward  the  demonstra¬ 
tion  of  its  practical  value,  Or  a  testing  facil¬ 
ity.  These  are  the  facilltiesvmost  likely  to 
have  the  hazards  against  w\ich  this  bill 
seeks  to  provide  additional  protection. 

There  is  one  particular  featurcXpf  the  bill 
that  I  would  like  to  discuss.  This  is  that 
portion  of  the  definition  of  “public  liability” 
which  includes  the  so-called  off -si  te^v,  prop¬ 
erty.  This  portion  would  provide  statutory 
protection  for  the  property  of  those  persons 
indemnified  which  may  be  damaged  because 
of  the  runaway  reactor — the  property  which, 
is  located  away  from  the  reactor.  As  of  now, 
this  property  is  not  covered  by  the  liability 
insurance  policies.  The  statutory  coverage 
for  this  property  is  so  worded  that  at  any 
time  when  the  underlying  insurance  policy 
does  cover  the  off-site  property  then  the 
governmental  protection  covers  it. 

The  problem  the  Joint  Committee  faced 
is  this:  A  reactor  located  on  the  campus  of 
a  university  might  cause  damage  to  the  uni¬ 
versity  property.  There  is  no  insurance  that 
the  university  can  buy  on  its  own  property 
outside  the  reactor,  except  for  one  special 
instance.  Since  the  insurance  companies 
will  take  the  risk  of  insuring  any  other  per¬ 
son  anywhere  in  the  United  States,  Canada, 
or  Mexico  against  the  damage  from  a  run¬ 
away  reactor,  the  Joint  Committee  could  not 
see  where  there  was  any  change  in  what 
they  are  insuring,  if  it  also  covered  the 
property  of  the  persons  indemnified.  How¬ 
ever,  this  is  a  variance  on  the  concept  of 
public  liability.  Therefore,  the  statutory 
coverage  is  not  extended  to  this  property 
unless  it  is  extended  in  the  insurance  itself. 
With  this  extension,  those  companies  that 
we  want  to  encourage  to  enter  the  atomic 
(energy  field  would,  with  respect  to  the 
properties  located  away  from  the  reactors, 
be  in  a  worse  position  than  their  neighbor¬ 
ing  properties.  The  Joint  Committee 
thought  that  this  solution  gave  them  the 
same  treatment  as  the  surrounding  proper¬ 
ties. 

Of  course,  the  same  result  can  be  achieved 
by  having  the  reactor  built  and  operated/ 
by  a  separate  corporation.  I  am  raising  thi/ 
point  at  this  time  because  I  believe,  as  yin 
insurance  man,  that  this  facet  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  should  be  thoroughly  discussed./ 

I  believe  that  this  bill  is  most  important 
to  the  future  of  the  atomic  energy  industry. 
The  Joint  Committee  has  carefully/examined 
all  the  angles  with  respect  to  t/e  bill  and 
we  believe  it  as  sound  as  possttfie  and  very 
necessary.  7 

The  Joint  Committee  on /Atomic  Energy 
has  followed  the  operatic/ of  reactors  ever 
accidents — 1  was  the  Chalk  River  reactor 
incident  causing  any  lost  time  of  person¬ 
nel.  There  have  bs4n  only  3  reactor 
accidents — 1  was  ther  Chalk  River  reactor 
in  Canada:  1  wa/  the  accidental  melt¬ 
down  of  the  EBI/2  at  Idaho;  1  was  the 
deliberate  pushing  of  the  Borax  experi¬ 
ment  to  rupture.  In  no  case  was  any  per¬ 
son  hurt.  None  of  those  had  any  contain¬ 
ment  featur^  now  used  around  reactors. 

In  addition,  the  Joint  Committee  re¬ 
quested  ttfe  Atomic  Energy  Commission  to 
have  some  of  its  experts  make  a  study  of 


the  possibility  that  a  reactor  incident  could 
occur.  These  scientists  have  made  a  report 
which  contains  several  important  features. 
First  of  all,  they  agree  that  a  reactor  would 
not  explode  like  an  atomic  weapon.  Sec¬ 
ond,  they  believe  that  the  possibility  of  a 
meltdown  of  the  reactor,  which  would  cause 
damage  outside  of  the  containment  struc¬ 
ture,  is  relatively  remote. 

Before  the  Joint  Committee,  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  testified: 

“Nuclear  reactors  have  been  operated  in 
the  United  States  since  December  2,  1942, 
with  a  safety  record  better  than  that  of 
other  industry.  More  than  100  reactor-years 
of  regular  operating  experience  have  been 
accumulated,  including  inventories  of  fission 
products,  without  a  single  personal  injury 
and  no  significant  deposition  of  radioactiv¬ 
ity  outside  of  the  plant  area.  There  have 
been  a  few  accidents  with  research  reactor 
installations  as  contrasted  with  the  perfect 
record  of  safety  of  the  regularly  operating 
reactors.  But  even  these  accidents  with  re¬ 
search  and  experimental  reactors  did  not  af¬ 
fect  the  public.” 

There  have  been  some  criticisms  leveled 
at  the  indemnity  program.  I  will  try  to 
answer  them  as  best  I  can. 

In  the  first  place,  before  there  would  be 
Vny  call  on  the  Government  there  would 
nave  to  be  some  incident  which  would  affect 
alrvof  the  safety  controls  which  are  built/ 
into\the  reactor  and  which  would  result  id' 
dama®  outside  of  the  reactor,  exceeding  the 
amount,  of  financial  protection  required/ In 
order  toNdo  this,  damage  within  the  reactor 
would  haiV  to  be  so  great  that  it  would  break 
through  tms.  containment  structure/usually 
required  arotmd  reactors.  In  all/the  years 
of  its  operating  experience,  the  Commission 
has  never  hadVan  accident  in'  any  of  its 
reactors  which  has  even  approached  this 
magnitude.  Indeed,  there  hasn’t  been  a  sin¬ 
gle  incident  in  a  rector  Which  has  caused 
personal  injury  greats,  enough  to  cost  lost 
time.  Those  reactor  ih/idents  which  have 
occurred  have  merely/affected  the  reactor 
itself,  and  even  therjr  theVdamage  has  not 
been  extensive.  /  \ 

However,  if  yo/  take  all  \f  the  remote 
incidents,  it  is  possible  to  imagine  a  radio¬ 
active  cloud  cohld  escape  whick  could  ef¬ 
fect  considerable  damage.  It  is  against  this 
remote  possibility  that  the  Joint  Committee 
is  concerned.  In  the  first  place,  tnfe  Joint 
Committee  desires  to  afford  financial^  pro¬ 
tection  /o  the  public  against  this  kind\f  a 
situatym,  as  well  as  to  see  that  everything 
reasonable  is  put  in  the  statute  to  assure  ' 
tha y  the  situation  does  not  arise.  \ 

.The  best  estimate  of  all  who  are  con¬ 
cerned  with  the  field  is  that  the  Govern- 
dnent  will  probably  never  have  to  make  any 
payments  under  this  statute.  The  small  pos-  > 
sibility  of  these  very  large  damages  has 
concerned  those  who  would  participate  in 
the  field  to  the  point  where  this  kind  of 
protection  is  necessary  for  them,  in  order  to 
have  the  field  go  forward. 

In  addition  to  the  scientific  safeguards, 
which  are  known,  this  bill  also  provides  some 
legal  safeguards.  One  of  the  basic  assump¬ 
tions  of  the  insurance  industry,  in  putting 
together  their  large  pools  for  the  insuring 
of  reactors,  has  been  that  there  will  be  a 
Reactor  Safeguards  Committee  within  the 
Commission.  By  this  bill,  the  Joint  Commit¬ 
tee  seeks  to  make  that  Committee  a  stat¬ 
utory  committee  and  to  have  it  pass  on 
safety  of  reactors  as  they  are  proposed  and 
constructed.  By  making  it  a  statutory  com¬ 
mittee,  the  Joint  Committee  hopes  to  give 
this  Reactor  Safeguards  Committee  perma¬ 
nent  standing  and  prestige.  The  legislation, 
at  the  same  time,  would  make  the  reports 
of  the  Reactor  Safeguards  Committee  pub¬ 
lic  and  would  require  that  there  be  hearings 
on  the  reactor  applications,  which  would 
either  be  commercial,  or  those  looking  to¬ 


ward  the  demonstration  and  practical  value, 
or  testing  reactor.  Thus,  the  Joint  Commit/ 
tee  has  tried  to  see  that  there  are  all 
reasonable  statutory  provisions  necessar/ to 
insure  the  safety  of  reactors.  / 

Some  have  claimed  that  this  indemnity  is 
an  additional  subsidy  to  the  private  industry. 
I  do  not  see  it  that  way  at  all.  I  ha/C  favored 
having  the  Government  build  reactors.  I 
have  also  favored  having  the  /Government 
assist  private  industry  in  the  reactor  de¬ 
velopment  program.  This  indemnity  insur¬ 
ance  will  help  industry,  whether  it  is  par¬ 
ticipating  in  the  Governm/nt  program  either 
as  a  contractor,  or  in  tne  private  program 
as  a  licensee.  For  the  purposes  of  this 
statute,  it  does  no/  matter  whether  the 
atomic  energy  program  is  carried  forward  by 
private  licensees  or  by  Government  opera¬ 
tions.  In  eitheyfevent  the  private  contrac¬ 
tors  have  to  simply  the  necessary  materials 
and  parts  and/he  public  does  stand  a  chance 
of  being  inhfred.  This  bill  would  establish 
an  indemnity  procedure  applicable  either 
way,  save/for  the  very  few  indemnities  on 
the  verv/iarge  and  relatively  more  dangerous 
production  reactors  which  are  now  granted 
indemnity  by  the  President,  acting  under 
the/powers  under  the  Atomic  Energy  Act. 

7 he  others  who  participate  under  Govern¬ 
ment  contracts,  and  this  includes  those  who 
/construct,  design,  and  furnish  parts  for, 
testing  reactors  and  the  research  reactors 
and  the  prototypes,  do  not  receive  this  in¬ 
demnity  but  have  received  an  indemnity  un¬ 
der  the  Government  contracts  which  is  pri¬ 
marily  based  on  the  availability  of  funds. 
If  this  bill  should  not  pass,  not  only  will  the 
entire  atomic  energy  program,  the  entire 
demonstration  program,  be  immediately 
halted,  but  another  Government  program  of 
complete  Government  ownership,  complete 
Government  construction,  and  complete 
Government  operation,  would  have  to  take 
its  place  with  the  only  inherent  powers  in 
the  Commission  to  grant  indemnities  which 
are  presently  subject  to  the  availability  of 
future  funds.  This  is  not  a  sound  way  to 
reach  the  problem,  either  from  the  point  of 
view  of  citizens  who  might  be  injured,  but 
from  the  point  of  view  of  those  who  will  be 
asked  to  participate,  whether  the  program 
is  public  or  private. 

In  summary,  this  legislation  which  is  be¬ 
fore  you  today  was  suggested  after  thorough 
study  by  the  Joint  Committee,  extending 
over  two  separate  sessions  of  Congress.  By 
providing  indemnity  instead  of  reinsurance, 
it  keeps  the  Government  out  of  the  insur¬ 
ance  business  and,  at  the  same  time,  pro¬ 
vides  adequate  protection  for  those  persons 
vwho  might  unfortunately  be  hurt  in  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  this  industry. 

\  should  tell  you  that  the  Atomic  Energy 
Conmiission  favors  this  legislation.  On 
June\5,  they  wrote  to  Mr.  Durham,  stating, 
and  IVread  the  most  pertinent  sentence: 

“Although  we  would  prefer  to  continue  the 
Advisory  'Committee  on  Reactor  Safeguards 
in  its  present  status,  as  indicated  by  our  let¬ 
ter  of  JanuaW  4,  1957,  to  Senator  Anderson, 
we  feel  that  na  view  of  the  urgent  need  for 
indemnity  legislation,  the  enactment  of  S. 
2051  or  H.  R.  73^3  is  of  paramount  impor¬ 
tance.”  \ 

I  should  also  stare  that  the  President,  in 
his  budget  message,  ^aid: 

“As  a  further  and  necessary  step  to  facil¬ 
itate  industry’s  investment  in  atomic  power- 
plants,  legislation  will  again  be  proposed  to 
authorize  the  Governments,  to  supplement 
commercially  available  instnance  against 
liability  arising  from  possible'nuclear  acci¬ 
dents.”  \ 

This  legislation  has  been  approved  both 
last  year  and  this  year  by  the  Jornt  Com¬ 
mittee.  Last  year  there  was  one  vot^against 
this  legislation.  This  year,  with  oneNinem- 
ber  abstaining  from  voting,  there  wak  no 
vote  against  the  legislation.  It  is  beliNpd 
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that  tras  legislation  Is  in  the  best  interests 
of  all  concerned,  both  for  the  protection 
of  the  public  and  to  assure  that  those  who 
wiil  participate  in  the  program  will  not 
suffer  any  undue  risks  from  nuclear  inci¬ 
dents.  I  believe  that  the  bill  is  sound  and 
should  be  passed. 

The  premiums'*  which  the  private  com¬ 
panies  will  be  obtaining  for  their  third  party 
insurance  appear  to\e  rather  expensive.  The 
Commonwealth  Edison  Co.  has  been  quoted 
$250,000  annual  prenuum  on  a  630,000 
thermal  kilowatt  realtor.  The  Yankee 
Atomic  Electric  Co.  ha\  been  quoted  an 
annual  premium  Of  $130, (AH)  on  an  atomic 
reactor  of  a  capacity  of  480,060  thermal  kilo¬ 
watts.  The  Elk  River  Cooperative  has  been 
quoted  a  premium  of  $69,430  ap  as  annual 
premium  on  a  reactor  which  vH.ll  generate 
58,000  thermal  kilowatts.  The  General  Elec¬ 
tric  Co.,  for  its  pilot  plant  at  V&llecitos, 
Calif.,  has  been  quoted  a  premium  M  $67,- 
000  on  its  12,000  thermal  kilowatt  reactor. 
The  Armour  Research  Foundation  has  \een 
quoted  a  figure  of  $59,000  annual  premiWn 
on  a  research  reactor  of  only  50  thermal 
kilowatts  capacity,  and  the  Battelle  Memoria\ 
Institute  has  been  quoted  an  annual  prem¬ 
ium  of  $50,500  on  a  reactor  capable  of  gen¬ 
erating  only  1,000  thermal  kilowatts.  All 
these  figures  have  been  quoted  for  $50  mil¬ 
lion  of  insurance  each.  We  have  been  in¬ 
formed  that  these  rates  are  subject  to  re¬ 
determination  at  the  end  of  a  10-year  period. 
If,  by  10  years,  there  should  not  have  been 
any  loss  for  which  the  insurance  companies 
would  have  to  pay  there  would  be  rebates  to 
these  people  up  to  two-thirds  or  three- 
fourths  of  the  annual  premiums.  The  bal¬ 
ance  would  go  for  administrative  expenses, 
such  as  underwriters’  inspections. 

I  want  to  give  you  these  figures  primarily 
for  your  background  information. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  further  amendment. 

If  there  be  no  further  amendment  to 
be  proposed,  the  question  is  on  the  en¬ 
grossment  of  the  amendment  and  the 
third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en¬ 
grossed,  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  (FI.  R.  7383)  was  read  the 
third  time  and  passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection.  Senate  bill  2051  is  indefinitely 
postponed. 


SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS, 
1958 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate  ‘ 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  Calendar  j 
No.  1006,  House  bill  9131.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  let  me  say  that  the  purpose  in  hav-  j 
ing  the  Senate  take  up  the  bill  at  this  j 
time  is  to  have  it  made  the  unfinished  j 
business. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  stated  by  title,  for  the  informa-  j 
tion  of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R.  j 
9131)  making  supplemental  appropri-  I 
ations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  I 
30,  1958,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  j 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator  ! 
from  Montana? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9131)  making  supplemental  appropri¬ 
ations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30.  1958,  and  for  other  purposes,  which 
had  been  reported  from  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations,  with  amendments. 


ORDER  FOR  ADJOURNMENT  TO 
MONDAY 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  when  the 
Senate  concludes  its  session  this  evening, 
it  adjourn  until  Monday,  at  12  o’clock 
noon. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


LIMITATION  ON  STATEMENTS  DUR¬ 
ING  MORNING  HOUR  ON  MONDAY 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President, 
when  the  Senate  meets  on  Monday  there 
will  be,  under  the  rule,  the  customary 
morning  hour  for  the  introduction  of 
bills  and  the  transaction  of  other  routine 
business.  In  that  connection,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  statements  be 
limited  to  3  minutes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


\  LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  for 
the  benefit  of  the  information  of  the , 
Senate^  let  me  state  that,  in  addition  to'' 
the  supplemental  appropriation  bill,  tKe 
following\neasures  will  be  considered'  on 
Monday.  \  / 

Calendar  No.  389,  Senate  bill  2f5,  re¬ 
lating  to  effective  dates  of  increases  in 
compensation  granted  to  wage  board 
employees.  \  / 

Calendar  No.  873*  Senate  >oill  1746,  re¬ 
lating  to  the  conveyance  a’f  property  in 
Gulfport,  Miss.  \  / 

Calendar  No.  874,  House  bill  1953,  re¬ 
lating  to  checks  fronytme  Veterans’  Ad¬ 
ministration.  /  \ 

Calendar  No.  87j/  HouseNoill  2237,  re¬ 
lating  to  the  transfer  of  property  in 
Johnson  City,  Term.  \ 

Calendar  Nc/  876,  House  bill  3»p58,  re¬ 
lating  to  eligibility  of  widows  for  benefits. 

Calendar/No.  877,  House  bill  4091$.  re¬ 
lating  to  the  conveyance  of  land  irnLos 
Angeles/  \ 

Caleuraar  No.  878,  House  bill  5757,  re^ 
lathWto  charges  for  shipping  veterans’ 
property. 

Gfalendar  No.  879,  House  bill  5924,  re- 
lsning  to  the  importation  of  commercial 
camples. 

Calendar  No.  880.  House  bill  8705,  re¬ 
lating  to  the  importation  of  articles  for 
exhibition  at  the  St.  Lawrence  seaway 
celebration. 

Calendar  No.  881,  House  bill  2842,  re¬ 
lating  to  the  free  importation  of  certain 
tanning  extracts. 

Calendar  No.  888,  Senate  bill  2757,  re¬ 
lating  to  the  construction  of  works  at 
Burns  Creek,  in  Idaho. 

Mr.  President,  notice  has  previously 
been  given  that  a  call  of  the  calendar 
will  be  had  oh  Tuesday.  But  if  the  re¬ 
spective  calendar  committees  are  ready, 
we  shall  consider  some  of  the  items  on 
the  calendar  on  Monday. 


CORRECTION  OF  THE  RECORD 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
that  corrections  be  made  in  the  Con¬ 
gressional  Record  of  August  15,  at  page 
13572,  as  follows: 


In  the  third  column,  the  sixth  paraj< 
graph,  in  the  next  to  the  last  line,  the 
word  “has”  should  be  changed  to  “had.” 

In  the  preceding  paragraph,  in/ the 
second  line,  the  second  word,  “is,”  should 
be  changed  to  “was.”  / 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER. /The  cor¬ 
rections  will  be  made.  / 


ENROLLED  BILLS  PRESENTED 

The  Secretary  of  thc/Senate  reported 
that  on  today,  Augu./l6,  1957,  he  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States  the  following enrolled  bills: 

S.  1383.  An  act  amending  section  410  of 
the  Interstate  Coinmerce  Act,  to  change  the 
requirements  for  obtaining  a  freight  for¬ 
warder  permit/and 

S.  1384.  An/act  to  revise  the  definition  of 
contract  ca/rier  by  motor  vehicle  as  set 
forth  in  section  203  (a)  (15)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses.  / 


/ADJOURNMENT  TO  MONDAY 
/Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
/hat  the  Senate  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at 
8  o’clock  and  5  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Sen¬ 
ate  adjourned,  the  adjournment  being, 
under  the  order  previously  entered,  until 
Monday,  August  19,  1957,  at  12  o'clock 
meridian. 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  August  16,  1957: 

Department  of  Defense 
Dr.  Paul  Darwin  Foote,  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  to  be  an  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Defense. 

United  States  District  Judge 
Roby  C.  Thompson,  of  Virginia,  to  be 
United  States  district  judge  for  the  western 
district  of  Virginia,  vice  Alfred  D.  Barks¬ 
dale,  retired. 

Department  of  Commerce 
The  following-named  persons  to  be  Ex¬ 
aminers  in  Chief  in  the  Patent  Office  of 
the  Department  of  Commerce: 

Peter  T.  Dracopoulos,  of  Maryland,  vice 
tjvfark  Taylor,  resigned. 

\Harry  Surle,  of  Maryland,  vice  Eugene  W. 
Gen i esse,  resigned. 

\  Collectors  of  Customs 
TheNollowing-naiped  persons  to  the  posi¬ 
tions  indicated: 

RobervW.  Dill,  of  New  York,  to  be  collector 
of  custom^  for  customs  collection  district 
No.  10,  with\ieadquarters  at  New  York,  N.  Y. 
(ReappointeaSjl 

W.  Rae  Dempsey,  Jr.,  of  Maryland,  to  be 
collector  of  customs  in  customs  collection 
district  No.  13,  wnJi  headquarters  at  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.  (Reappoditment.) 

John  E.  Paterson,  atf  Alabama,  to  be  col¬ 
lector  of  customs  fc\  customs  collection 
district  No.  19,  with  headquarters  at  Mobile, 
Ala.  (Reappointment.)  \ 

James  P.  Winne,  of  HawMi,  to  be  collector 
of  customs  in  customs  collection  district 
No.  32,  with  headquarters  at  Honolulu,  T.  H. 
(Reappointment.)  \ 

Olivia  C.  Erpenbach,  of  Minnesota,  to  be 
collector  of  customs  in  customs  collection 
district  No.  35,  with  headquarters  ^  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn.  (Reappointment.)  \ 
Harry  Edwards,  of  New  York,  to  beNeur- 
veyor  of  customs  in  customs  collection  c6s- 
trict  No.  10,  with  headquarters  at  New  York, 
N.  Y.  (Reappointment.)  \ 
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Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENTS 


) 


Intended  to  proposed  by  Mr.  Hayden  to  the  bill  (II.  R.  9131) 
making  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  end¬ 
ing  June  30,  1958,  and  for  other  purposes,  viz: 

1  On  page  2,  after  line  7,  insert: 

2  “Agricultural  Conservation  Program  Service 

3  “EMERGENCY  CONSERVATION  MEASURES 

4  “For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Emergency  Conservation 

5  Measures’,  to  be  used  for  the  same  purposes  and  subject  to 

6  the  same  conditions  as  the  funds  appropriated  under  this  head 

7  in  the  Third  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1957, 

8  $25,000,000.” 
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On  page  4,  after  line  8,  insert : 

“INDEPENDENT  AGENCIES 

“Advisory  Committee  on  Weather  Control 

“To  complete  its  final  report  to  the  President  and  the 
Congress  as  provided  by  law,  $175,000:  Provided ,  however, 
That  the  Committee  shall  complete  its  report  and  terminate 
its  activities  by  December  31,  1957,  and  turn  its  records 
over  to  the  National  Science  Foundation,  together  with  any 
unexpended  balances.” 

On  page  12,  after  line  13,  insert: 

“Sec.  312.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  is  hereby  author¬ 
ized  to  transfer  to  the  ‘Air  Force  industrial  fund’  not  to 
exceed  $100,000,000  from  appropriations  to  the  Department 
of  Defense  available  for  obligation  during  the  fiscal  year 
1958.” 

On  page  12,  after  line  13,  insert: 

“Sec.  313.  Section  612  of  the  Department  of  Defense 
Appropriation  Act  of  1958,  Public  Law  117,  approved 
August  2,  1957,  is  amended  by  deleting  the  figures 
‘$41,000,000’  in  the  first  line  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
‘$45,000,000’.” 

On  page  12,  after  line  13,  insert: 

“Sec.  314.  The  General  Counsel  of  the  Department  of 
Defense  shall  be  paid  at  the  rate  prescribed  by  Keorgan- 
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ization  Plan  Numbered  6  approved  June  30,  1953  (67 
Stat.  638)  ” 

On  page  15,  after  line  18,  insert: 

“CONSTRUCTION  OF  POWER  SYSTEMS,  RYUKYU  ISLANDS 

“For  necessary  expenses  of  construction,  installation,  and 
equipment  of  electric  power  systems  in  the  Ryukyu  Islands, 
which  shall  be  operated  by  the  Ryukyu  Electric  Power  Cor¬ 
poration,  an  instrumentality  of  the  United  States  Civil 
Administration  of  the  Ryukyu  Islands;  services  as  author¬ 
ized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C. 
55a),  at  rates  not  in  excess  of  $50  a  day  for  individuals; 
hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles  and  hire  of  aircraft; 
$1,513,000  to  remain  available  until  expended,  without 
regard  to  sections  355  and  3734  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended,  and  title  10,  United  States  Code,  section  4774.” 

On  page  18,  after  line  21,  insert: 

“Bureau  of  Land  Management 
“construction 

“Not  to  exceed  $1,423  of  the  funds  available  to  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  from  definite  annual  appro¬ 
priations  shall  be  available  for  reimbursing  the  city  of  Monti- 
cello,  Utah,  for  the  cost  of  improvements  to  streets  and 
appurtenant  facilities  adjoining  property  under  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management.” 


4 


1  On  page  20,  after  line  14,  insert: 

2  ‘‘DEPARTMENT  OE  AGRICULTURE 

3  “Forest  Service 

4  “Forest  Land  Management:  During  the  current  fiscal 

5  year  not  to  exceed  $50,000  of  the  funds  appropriated  under 

6  this  heading  shall  he  available  for  the  acquisition  of  sites 

7  authorized  by  the  Act  of  March  3,  1925,  as  amended  (16 

8  U.  S.  C.  555),  without  regard  to  any  other  limitation  on 

9  the  amount  available  for  this  purpose/’ 

10  On  page  21,  after  line  4,  insert: 

11  “communicable  diseases 

12  :  “Communicable  diseases :  For  an  additional  amount  for 

13  ‘Communicable  diseases’,  for  emergen^  measures  necessary 

i  1 

for  the  further  prevention  and  control  of  a  threatened  or 
15  actual  epidemic  of  influenza,  $800,000:  Provided,  That 
^  $2,000,000  may  be  transferred  from  funds  appropriated  for 

17 

disaster  relief  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  September  30,  1950, 
33  chapter  1125,  section  8  (64  Stat.  1109),  for  the  purposes 
19  specified  in  this  paragraph,  including  the  purchase,  without 
~9  regard  to  section  3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  and  distribu- 
tion  of  supplies  and  materials  for  prevention  and  control  and 
grants  to  States  of  money  and  medical  supplies  and  materials, 
23  upon  a  finding  by  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Surgeon  General 

or: 

and  the  National  Advisory  Health  Council,  that  a  threatened 
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or  actual  epidemic  of  influenza  constitutes  an  actual  or  poten¬ 
tial  health  emergency  of  national  significance.” 

On  page  21,  after  line  4,  insert: 

‘ ‘hospitals  and  medical  cake 
“The  limitation  under  this  head  contained  in  the  Third 
Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1957,  for  payments  for 
medical  care  of  dependents  and  retired  personnel  under  the 
Dependents’  Medical  Care  Act  is  increased  by  such  sum  or 
sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  purpose.” 

On  page  22,  after  line  7,  insert: 

“general  provisions 

“Section  210  of  the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  Appropriation  Act,  1958  (71  Stat.  224),  is 
amended  by  striking  out  the  period  at  the  end  of  such  section 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  a  colon  and  the  following :  ‘Pro¬ 
vided,  That  this  section  shall  not  he  applicable  to  assistance 
and  consultation  rendered  by  that  Department  in  connection 
with  the  planning  of  a  building  for  the  use  of  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration  at  Washington,  District  of  Columbia.’  ” 
On  page  23,  after  line  16,  insert: 

“contributions  to  international  organizations 
“Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  2  of  Public 
Law  689,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  an  additional  contribu¬ 
tion  of  $5,696  to  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty  Organization 
Parliamentary  Conference  is  authorized  out  of  funds  pre- 
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viously  appropriated  for  ‘Contributions  to  International 
Organizations’.” 

On  page  24,  line  9,  after  “$3,525,000”  insert:  Pro¬ 

vided,  That  this  amount  shall  he  used  for  purchase  of  for¬ 
eign  currencies  from  the  special  account  for  the  informa¬ 
tional  media  guaranty  program,  at  rates  of  exchange  de¬ 
termined  by  the  Treasury  Department,  but  in  no  event  at  a 
higher  rate  per  unit  than  the  free  world  market  value  of 
the  currency  purchased,  and  the  amounts  of  any  such  pur¬ 
chases  shall  be  covered  into  miscellaneous  receipts  of  the 
Treasury”. 

On  page  26,  after  line  19,  insert: 

“DEPARTMENT  OE  PUBLIC  HEALTH 

“Department  of  Public  Health,  amounts  equal  to  the  cost 
of  medical  services  rendered  recipients  of  public  assistance, 
without  charge,  may  from  time  to  time  be  transferred  to  the 
Department  of  Public  Welfare  for  deposit  into  a  fund,  hereby 
established,  for  the  purpose  of  matching  Federal  grants  under 
the  Social  Security  Act  for  payment  for  medical  services  as 
provided  under  that  Act,  payment  of  related  administrative 
expense,  and  return  of  any  surplus  to  the  general  fund  of 
the  District  of  Columbia.” 
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Feed  grains . 3 
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Meatpackers . . 19 
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Milk  prices . /. . 35 
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Personnel . . . .  29 ,51,52,53 

Poultry  inspection . 1,2 

Price  supports . 48 

Public  Law  480 . 11 

Reclamation . 23,44 
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Soil  conservation . 36 

Statehood . 46 

Transportation . 15,20 

Water  pollution . 32 

Water  resources . 10,22 

Watersheds . 27 

Water  utilization. . 26 

Wheat . 18 


SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1958.  Passed  with  amendments  H.R.  9131,  the 
supplemental  appropriation  bill  for  1958.  The  committee  amendments  were 
adopted  en  bloc  (pp.  13795-7)  .  Agreed  to  an  amendment  by  Sen.  Williams  (on 
behalf  of  himself  and  Sen.  Humphrey)  to  provide  $3.5  million  for  poultry 
inspection  to  be  effective  upon  enactment  of  S.  1747,  the  poultry  inspection 
bill  (p.  13832).  Agreed  to  an  amendment  by  Sen.  Sparkman  to  provide  $300,000 
for  farm  housing  research  to  be  conducted  by  the  land-grant  colleges  through 
grants  from  the  Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency  (p.  13832)  .  Agreed  to  an 
amendment  by  Sen.  Hayden  to  ratify  obligations  from  this  bill  for  the  period 
from  July  1,  1957  until  enactment  (p.  13797).  Senate  conferees  were  appointed, 
pp.  13794-7,  13808-29,  13832,  13833-7 


POULTRY 


COMM 


PECTION.  Agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  S.  1747,  the 
£>n  bill.  This  bill  will  now  be  sent  to  the  President,  pp 


The  Agriculture  and  Forestr 


oultry 

329-31 


ACREAGE  ALLOTMENTS;  FEED  GRAINS, 
ittee  reported  the  following  bills: 

Without  amendment,  H.R.  8508,  providing  for  the  election  of  two  county" 
committees  in  certain  counties  (S.  Rept.  1040) ; 


2 


4. 


5. 


6. 


7. 


With  amendments,  H.R.  8030,  to  eliminate  the  requirement  that  notice  oi 
intention  not  to  plant  the  full  acreage  alloted  must  be  filed  with  the  coui  ' 
committee  in  order  for  a  farmer  to  receive  credit  for  future  acreage  allotment 
purposes  (S.  Rept.  1039) ;  and 

With  amendment,  H.R.  2486,  to  authorize  CCC  to  grant  relief  with  respect 
to  claimsNarising  out  of  deliveries  of  eligible  surplus  feed  grains  o/  in¬ 
eligible  dates  in  connection  with  purchase  orders  under  the  emergence  feed 
program  (S.  Kept.  1041).  p.  13760 


:f\coi 


DISASTER  RELIEF ;\C0TT0N.  The  Agriculture  and  Forestry  Committee/Ordered  reported 
without  amendments,  the  following  bills: 

S.  304,  to  provide  for  a  specific  contribution  by  State  governments  to  the 
cost  of  feed  or  see)i  furnished  to  farmers  in  disaster  areas/ and 

S.  314,  to  assist  the  U.  S.  cotton  textile  industry  /n  regaining  its 
equitable  share  of  the\^orld  market,  p.  D796 


ACCOUNTING.  Concurred  in  'tJie  House  amendment  to  S. 
legal  provisions  so  as  to  facilitate  the  payment  of 
bill  will  now  be  sent  to  th^v  President .  pp.  13794 


179,9,  to  change  various 
vernment  checks.  This 


ORGANIZATION.  Senate  conferees Vere  appointed  oi/S.  1791,  to  extend  the 
Reorganization  Act  of  1949  to  ap)s*ly  bo  reorganisation  plans  submitted  before 
June  1,  1959.  House  conferees  ha!Vp  not  been  appointed,  p.  13795 


FARM  PROGRAM.  Sen.  Humphrey  inserte<f\a  letter  from  Leon  Keyserling  stating 
he  had  not  advocated  a  reduction  in  tne  number  of  family-type  farms  and 
inserting  a  statement  by  the  Conference^On  Economic  Progress,  "Statement  in 
Answer  to  Misrepresentations  About  Ful /prosperity  For  Agriculture."  pp. 
13801-3 


8.  REA  LOANS.  Sens.  Carroll,  Humphrey/  Allott,  Kefauver,  Langer,  and  Chavez, 

discussed  charges  that  REA  loan  a/thority  has  \een  transferred  to  the  Office 
of  the  Secretary,  and  the  request  of  the  Government  Operations  Committee  that 
Secretary  Benson  testify  in  response  to  such  charges.  Sen.  Carroll  inserted 
a  news  article,  "Hamil's  Auth/rity  .Over  REA  Now  Subjected  to  Review."  pp. 
13803-7 

9.  INTEREST  RATES.  Sen.  Humphrey  criticized  the  administration's  policy  on 

interest  rates  and  inserted  a  letter  from  the  Minn.  School  Board  Ass'n  urging 
a  study  of  the  high  interest  rates  on  school  const ruction\>onds  a°d  an  article, 
"Ike  Probe  Asked  of  s/hool  Bond  Charges."  pp.  13798-9 

Sens.  Humphrey/md  Kerr  discussed  the  administration's  role  in  raising 
interest  rates  on  loans,  and  criticized  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for 
"flexing"  interest  rates  up,  and  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  for  "flexing 
prices  of  agricultural  products  down."  pp.  13799-801 

10.  WATER  RESOURCES.  Concurred  in  the  House  amendments  to  S.  1556,  granting  consent 

to  the  Little  Missouri  River  compact.  This  bill  will  now  be  sent  to\he 
President/  p.  13803 

11.  HOUSING/  Agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  H.R.  8240,  the  military  housi 

construction  authorization  bill,  including  a  provision  for  the  use  of  fore 
currencies  acquired  under  Public  Law  480,  for  the  construction  of  military 
family  housing  units  in  foreign  countries  (pp.  13832-3).  The  House  received 
:ne  conference  report  but  did  not  act  upon  it  (H. .Rept.  1193)  (pp.  11873-82). 
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85th  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


R.  9131 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

August  19, 1957 

Ordered  to  be  printed  with  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  numbered 


AN  ACT 

Making  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1958,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  the  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money 

4  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  supply  regu- 

5  lar  and  supplemental  appropriations  (this  Act  may  be  cited 

6  as  the  “Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1958”)  for  the 
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fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1958,  and  for  other  purposes, 
namely : 

iiyCHAPTER  1 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
(2) Agricultural  Research  Service 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 
Plant  and  Animal  Disease  and  Pest  Control 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  Expenses ”, 
for  “plant  and  animal  disease  and  pest  control ”,  $ 5,000,000 . 
CO-i  GRICULTTJRAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Marketing  Research  and 
Service”,  for  Marketing  Services,  $3,500,000 :  Provided, 
That  this  paragraph  shall  he  effective  only  upon  enactment 
into  law  of  S.  1747  of  the  Eighty- fifth  Congress. 

(4)J  GRICULTURAL  CONSERVATION  PROGRAM  SERVICE 
EMERGENCY  CONSERVATION  MEASURES 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Emergency  Conserva¬ 
tion  Measures” ,  to  he  used  for  the  same  purposes  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  same  conditions  as  the  funds  appropriated  under 
this  head  in  the  Third  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act, 
1957,  $ 25,000,000 . 
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CHAPTER  (5)4  II 
DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
(6)G-imu  Aeronautics  Administration 

CONSTRUCTION  ANB  DEAELOPMENT,  ADDITION AR  WASH¬ 
INGTON  AIRPORT 

Eei  necessary  expenses  lei*  Ike  construction  and  develop¬ 
ment  el  a  puidie  airport  in  Ike  vicki  ity  el  Ike  District  el 
Columbia,  as  antkerked  by  the  Aet  el  September  A  1950 
-(44  Slat?  740)-7  including  acquisition  el  lamb  $-12,500,004t 
le  remain  available  milk  expended :  Provided,  Thai  eel  le 
cxeeed  a  lelal  el  $25Q7990  may  be  advanced  le  Ike  appli 
eable  appropria  liens  el  Ike  Civil  Aerenaulies  Administra  ■ 
lien  lei  necessary  administrative  expenses? 

(lyCoAST  and  Geodetic  Survey 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  A  SURVEYING  SHIP 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction  of  a  survey¬ 
ing  ship”,  $ 3,456,000 ,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

(8)B  ureau  of  Public  Roads 

PUBLIC  LANDS  HIGHWAYS 
Liquidation  of  Contract  Authorization 
For  payment  of  obligations  incurred  pursuant  to  the 
contract  authorization  granted  by  section  6  of  the  Federal- 
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1  Aid  Highway  Act  of  1954  (68  Stat.  73)  and  section  106 

2  of  the  Federal- Aid  Highway  Act  of  1956  (70  Stat.  376), 

3  to  remain  available  until  expended,  $ 1,533,000 ,  which  sum 

4  is  composed  of  $225 ,000 ,  the  balance  of  the  amount  author- 

5  ized  to  be  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  1957,  and  $1,308,- 

6  000,  a  part  of  the  amount  authorized  to  be  appropriated  for 

7  the  fiscal  year  1958. 

8  (9) IF eather  Bureau 

9  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

10  For  an  additional  amount  for  “ Salaries  and  Expenses ”, 

11  $372,100. 


12  (10 YTHE  PANAMA  CANAL 

13  Panama  Canal  Company 

PANAMA  CANAL  BRIDGE 

15  jr or  expenses  necessary  for  work  preliminary  to  the  con- 

16  struction  of  a  high-level  bridge  across  the  Panama  Canal  at 
11  Balboa,  Canal  Zone,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  July  23, 
13  1956  (70  Stat.  596),  $ 1,000,000 ,  to  remain  available  until 

19  expended. 

20  (liyNDEPENDENT  AGENCIES 

21  (12)x4 dvisory  Committee  on  Weather  Control 

11  To  complete  its  final  report  to  the  President  and  the 
~  >  Congress  as  provided  by  law,  $175,000 :  Provided,  however, 
^1  That  the  Committee  shall  complete  its  report  and  terminate 
its  activities  by  December  31,  1957,  and  turn  its  records 
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over  to  the  National  Science  Foundation,  together  with  any 
unexpended  balances. 

(13 ^Small  Business  Administration 
(14  ^SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 
For  necessary  expenses,  not  otherwise  provided  for,  of 
the  Small  Business  Administration,  including  expenses 
of  attendance  at  meetings  concerned  with  the  purposes  of 
this  appropriation  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles, 
$2,570,000 ;  and  in  addition  there  may  be  transferred, 
to  this  appropriation  not  to  exceed  $8,590,000  from  the 
revolving  fund,  Small  Business  Administration,  and  not 
to  exceed  $490,000  from  the  fund  for  liquidation  of 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Disaster  Loans, 
Small  Business  Administration,  for  administrative  ex¬ 
penses  in  connection  with  activities  financed  under  said 
funds:  Provided,  That  the  amount  authorized  for  trans¬ 
fer  from  the  revolving  fund,  Small  Business  Administra¬ 
tion,  may  be  increased,  with  the  approval  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  by  such  amount  as  may  be  required  to 
finance  administrative  expenses  incurred  in  the  making  of 
disaster  loans:  Provided  further,  That  10  per  centum 
of  the  amount  authorized  to  be  transferred  from  the  re¬ 
volving  fund,  Small  Business  Administration,  shall  be 
placed  in  reserve  to  be  apportioned  for  use  pursuant  to 
section  3679  of  the  Revised.  Statutes ,  as  amended,  only 
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in  such  amounts  and  at  such  times  as  may  become  necessary 
to  carry  out  the  business  loan  program. 

(15 ^REVOLVING  FUND 

For  additional  capital  for  the  revolving  fund  authorized 
by  the  Small  Business  Act  of  1953,  as  amended,  to  be 
available  without  fiscal  year  limitations,  $100,000,000. 

CHAPTER  (16)44  111 

DEPARTMENT  OE  DEFENSE— MILITARY 

FUNCTIONS  ^ 

Interservice  Activities 

LORAN  STATIONS 

For  construction  of  additional  loran  stations  by  the 
Coast  Guard,  to  remain  available  until  expended,  $5,500,000, 
which  shall  be  transferred  on  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  to  the  appropriation,  “Acquisition,  construction,  and 

improvements”,  Coast  Guard.  f. 

\ 

UNITED  STATES  SCIENTIFIC  SATELLITE 

For  necessary  expenses  for  the  United  States  Scientific 
Satellite,  $34,200,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  such 
annual  appropriations  available  to  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
to  remain  available  until  expended:  Provided,  That  within 
thirty  days  after  the  end  of  each  quarter  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  shall  render  to  the  Committees  on  Appropriations 
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of  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives  a  full  report 
of  the  transfers  made  pursuant  to  this  authority. 

Department  of  the  Army 

MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION,  ARMY 
For  acquisition,  construction,  installation,  and  equipment 
of  temporary  or  permanent  public  works,  military  instal¬ 
lations,  and  facilities  for  the  Army  as  authorized  by  sections 
102  and  505  of  the  Act  of  September  28,  1951  (Public  Law 
155),  by  section  102  of  the  Act  of  July  14,  1952  (Public 
Law  534),  the  Act  of  August  7,  1953  (Public  Law  209), 
the  Act  of  July  27,  1954  (Public  Law  534) ,  the  Act  of  Sep¬ 
tember  1,  1954  (Public  Law  765) ,  the  Act  of  July  15,  1955 
(Public  Law  161),  the  Act  of  August  3,  1956  (Public 
Law  968) ,  and  the  additional  projects  as  may  be  authorized 
by  law  during  the  first  session  of  the  Eighty-fifth  Congress, 
without  regard  to  section  4774  (d)  of  title  10,  United  States 
Code,  and  section  3734,  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  to 
remain  available  until  expended,  (J7)$30§7066?600  $315,- 
000,000. 

MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION,  ARMY  RESERVE  FORCES 
For  construction,  acquisition,  expansion,  rehabilitation 
and  conversion  of  facilities  for  the  training  and  administra¬ 
tion  of  the  reserve  components,  including  contributions  there¬ 
for,  as  authorized  by  sections  2231-2238  of  title  10,  United 
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1  States  Code,  without  regard  to  section  4774  (d)  of  title  10, 

2  United  States  Code,  and  section  3734,  Revised  Statutes,  as 

3  amended,  and  land  and  interests  therein  may  be  acquired 

4  and  construction  prosecuted  thereon  prior  to  the  approval 

5  of  title  by  the  Attorney  General  as  required  by  section  355 

6  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended;  and  hire  of  passenger 

7  motor  vehicles;  (18)$46tQO07O0Q  $55,000,000,  to  remain 

8  available  until  expended. 

9  Department  of  the  Navy 

10  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION,  NAVY 

11  For  acquisition,  construction,  installation,  and  equip- 

12  ment  of  temporary  or  permanent  public  works,  naval  in- 

13  stallations,  and  facilities  for  the  Navy  as  authorized  by 

14  section  505  of  the  Act  of  September  28,  1951  (Public  Law 

15  155),  the  Act  of  August  7,  1953  (Public  Law  209),  the 
lb  Act  of  July  27,  1954  (Public  Law  534),  the  Act  of  Sep- 

17  tember  1,  1954  (Public  Law  765),  the  Act  of  July  15, 

18  1955  (Public  Law  161),  the  Act  of  August  3,  1956  (Pub- 

19  lie  Law  968),  and  the  additional  projects  as  may  be  au- 

20  thorized  by  law  during  the  first  session  of  the  Eighty-fifth 

21  Congress,  without  regard  to  section  3734,  Revised  Statutes, 

22  as  amended,  including  personnel  in  the  Bureau  of  Yards  and 

23  Docks  and  other  personal  services  necessary  for  the  purposes 
2^  °f  this  appropriation,  to  remain  available  imtil  expended, 
25  (19)$265,000,000  $ 300,000,000 . 
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Department  of  tiie  Air  Force 

MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION,  ATR  FORCE 
For  acquisition,  construction,  installation,  and  equipment 
of  temporary  or  permanent  public  works,  military  installa¬ 
tions,  and  facilities  for  the  Air  Force  as  authorized  by  sec¬ 
tions  2231-2238  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  by  section 
505  of  the  Act  of  September  28,  1951  (Public  Law  155) , 
by  section  302  of  the  Act  of  July  14,  1952  (Public  Law 
534),  the  Act  of  August  7,  1953  (Public  Law  209),  the 
Act  of  April  1,  1954  (Public  Law  325),  the  Act  of  July 
27,  1954  (Public  Law  534) ,  the  Act  of  September  1,  1954 
(Public  Law  765) ,  the  Act  of  July  15,  1955  (Public  Law 
161),  the  Act  of  August  3,  1956  (Public  Law  968),  and 
the  additional  projects  as  may  he  authorized  by  law  dur¬ 
ing  the  first  session  of  the  Eighty-fifth  Congress,  without 
regard  to  section  9774  (d)  of  title  10,  United  States  Code, 
and  section  3734  Revised  Statutes  as  amended,  to  remain 
available  until  expended,  (20)1900,000,000  $ 950,000,000 . 

General  Provisions 

Sec.  (21)204  301.  Funds  appropriated  to  the  military 
departments  for  construction  in  prior  years  are  hereby  made 
available  for  construction  authorized  for  each  such  department 
by  the  authorizations  enacted  into  law  during  the  first  session 
of  the  Eighty-fifth  Congress. 

H.  R.  9131 - 2 
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1  Sec.  (22)202  302.  None  of  the  funds  appropriated  in 

2  this  chapter  shall  be  expended  for  payments  under  a  cost- 

3  plus-a-fixed-fee  contract  for  work  where  cost  estimates  exceed 

4  $25,000  to  he  performed  within  the  continental  United  States 

5  without  the  specific  approval  in  writing  of  the  Secretary  of 

6  Defense  setting  forth  the  reasons  therefor. 

7  Sec.  (23)200  303.  None  of  the  fimds  appropriated  in 

8  this  chapter  shall  be  expended  for  additional  costs  involved 

9  in  expediting  construction  unless  the  Secretary  of  Defense 

10  certifies  such  costs  to  be  necessary  to  protect  the  national 

11  interest  and  establishes  a  reasonable  completion  date  for  each 

12  project,  taking  into  consideration  the  urgency  of  the  require- 

13  ment,  the  type  and  location  of  the  project,  the  climatic  and 

14  seasonal  conditions  affecting  the  construction  and  the  ap- 

15  plication  of  economical  construction  practices. 

Id  Sec.  (24)204  304.  None  of  the  funds  appropriated  in 
11  this  chapter  shall  be  used  for  the  construction,  replacement, 

18  or  reactivation  of  any  bakery,  laundry,  or  dry-cleaning 

19  facility  in  the  United  States,  its  Territories  or  possessions,  as 

20  to  which  the  Secretary  of  Defense  does  not  certify,  in  writing, 

21  giving  his  reasons  therefor,  that  the  services  to  be  furnished 

22  by  such  facilities  are  not  obtainable  from  commercial  sources 

23  at  reasonable  rates. 

24  Sec.  (25)205  305.  Funds  appropriated  to  the  military 

25  departments  for  construction  are  hereby  made  available  for 
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advance  planning,  construction  design  and  architectural 
services,  as  authorized  by  section  504  of  the  Act  of  Septem¬ 
ber  28,  1951,  as  amended  (69  Stat.  352),  and  for  hire  of 
passenger  motor  vehicles. 

Sec.  (26)200  306.  Appropriations  to  the  military  de¬ 
partments  for  construction  may  he  charged  for  the  cost  of  ad¬ 
ministration,  supervision  and  inspection  of  family  housing 
authorized  pursuant  to  title  IV  of  the  Act  of  August  11,  1955 
(Public  Law  345),  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  three  and 
one-half  per  centum  of  the  cost  of  each  such  project :  Provided, 
That  such  appropriations  shall  be  reimbursed  from  the 
proceeds  of  any  mortgage  executed  on  each  such  project. 

Sec.  (27)207  307.  Any  limitations  contained  in  the 
Department  of  Defense  Appropriation  Act,  1958,  on  the 
unit  cost  of  construction  of  family  quarters  shall  not  be 
applicable  to  forty-seven  units  of  family  quarters  at  the 
United  States  Air  Porce  Academy,  the  individual  cost  of 
which  shall  not  exceed  the  following  limitations:  $75,000 
on  one  unit  for  the  superintendent;  $50,000  on  two  units 
for  the  deans;  and  $30,000  on  forty-four  units  for  depart¬ 
ment  heads. 

Sec.  (28)208  308.  Funds  appropriated  to  the  military 
departments  for  construction  may  be  used  for  advances  to  the 
Bureau  of  Public  Loads,  Department  of  Commerce,  for  the 
purposes  of  section  6  of  the  Defense  Highway  Act  of  1941 
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(55  Stat.  765) ,  as  amended,  and  section  12  of  the  Federal- 
Aid  Highway  Act  of  1950  (64  Stat.  785),  as  amended, 
when  projects  authorized  therein  are  certified  as  important 
to  the  national  defense  hy  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 

Sec.  (29)209  309.  The  family  unit  costs  for  family 
housing  including  land  authorized  to  be  purchased  hy  section 
103  of  IT.  R.  8240,  Eighty-fifth  Congress,  may  exceed  by 
not  more  than  15  per  centum  the  respective  limitations  on 

I 

such  costs  contained  in  the  Department  of  Defense  Appro¬ 
priation  Act  for  1958. 

Sec.  (30)240  310.  Any  limitations  contained  in  the 
Department  of  Defense  Appropriation  Act,  1958,  on  the  unit 
cost  of  the  construction  of  family  quarters  shall  not  be 
applicable  to  such  units  constructed  in  Canada,  Alaska,  and 
the  Aleutian  Islands.  The  average  per  unit  cost  of  all 
family  quarters  constructed  in  Canada,  Alaska,  and  the 
Aleutian  Islands  shall  not  exceed  $32,000,  and  in  no  event 
shall  the  individual  cost  exceed  $40,000. 

Sec.  (31)244  311.  None  of  the  funds  appropriated  in 
this  chapter  may  be  used  to  begin  construction  on  new  bases 
for  whicli  specific  appropriations  have  not  been  made. 

(32  )&E(7.  312.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  is  hereby  author¬ 
ized  to  transfer  to  the  “ Air  Force  industrial  fund ”  not  to 
exceed  $100,000,000  from  appropriations  to  the  Depart- 
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merit  of  Defense  available  for  obligation  during  the  fiscal 
year  1958. 

(33  'ySEC.  313.  Section  612  of  the  Department  of  Defense 
Appropriation  Act  of  1958,  Public  Law  117,  approved 
August  2,  1957,  is  amended  by  deleting  the  figures 
“$ 41,000,000 ”  in  the  first  line  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
“$45,000,000”. 

(3V)Sec.  314.  The  General  Counsel  of  the  Department  of 
Defense  shall  be  paid  at  the  rate  prescribed  by  Reorgan¬ 
ization  Plan  Numbered  6  approved  June  30,  1953  ( 67 
Stat.  638). 

CHAPTER  (35)ffi  IV 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE— CIVIL  FUNCTIONS 
Department  of  the  Army 

ADMINISTRATION,  RYUKYU  ISLANDS 
For  expenses,  not  otherwise  provided  for,  necessary  to 
meet  the  responsibilities  and  obligations  of  the  United  States 
in  connection  with  the  government  of  the  Ryukyu  Islands, 
including,  subject  to  such  authorizations  and  limitations  as 
may  he  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  tuition, 
travel  expenses,  and  fees  incident  to  instruction  in  the  United 
States  or  elsewhere  of  such  persons  as  may  be  required  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  appropriation;  travel  ex¬ 
penses  and  transportation;  services  as  authorized  by  section 
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1  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) ,  at  rates 

2  not  in  excess  of  $50  per  diem  for  individuals  not  to  exceed 

3  ten  in  number;  translation  rights,  photographic  work,  edu- 

4  cational  exhibits,  and  dissemination  of  information,  including 

5  preview  and  review  expenses  incident  thereto;  hire  of  pas- 

6  senger  motor  vehicles  and  aircraft ;  purchase  of  four  passenger 

7  motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only ;  repair  and  maintenance 

8  of  buildings,  utilities,  facilities,  and  appurtenances;  and  such 

9  supplies,  commodities,  and  equipment  as  may  he  essential  to 

10  cany  out  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation;  (36)$3-t410,000 

11  $2,475,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  (37)$1-t34G,000  $1,405,- 

12  000  shall  be  available  for  administrative  and  information  and 

13  education  expenses:  Provided,  That  the  general  provisions 

14  of  the  Appropriation  Act  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for 

15  the  military  functions  of  the  Department  of  the  Army 

16  shall  apply  to  expenditures  made  from  this  appropria- 

17  tion:  Provided  further,  That  expenditures  from  this  ap- 

18  propriation  may  be  made  outside  continental  United 

19  States  when  necessary  to  carry  out  its  purposes,  with- 

20  out  regard  to  sections  355,  1136,  3648,  and  3734,  Eevised 

21  Statutes,  as  amended,  civil  service  or  classification  laws,  or 

22  provisions  of  law  prohibiting  payment  of  any  person  not  a 

23  citizen  of  the  United  States:  Provided  further,  That  expendi- 

24  tures  may  be  made  hereunder  for  the  purposes  of  economic 
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rehabilitation  in  the  Ryukyu  Islands  in  such  manner  as  to 
be  consistent  with  the  general  objectives  of  titles  II  and  III 
of  the  Mutual  Security  Act  of  1954,  and  in  the  manner 
authorized  by  sections  505  (a)  and  522  (e)  thereof:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  funds  appropriated  hereunder  may  be 
used,  insofar  as  practicable,  and  under  such  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army 
to  pay  ocean  transportation  charges  from  United  States 
ports,  including  Territorial  ports,  to  ports  in  the  Ryukus  for 
the  movement  of  supplies  donated  to,  or  purchased  by, 
United  States  voluntary  nonprofit  relief  agencies  registered 
with  and  recommended  by  the  Advisory  Committee  on 
Voluntary  Foreign  Aid  or  of  relief  packages  consigned  to 
individuals  residing  in  such  areas:  Provided  further ,  That 
under  the  rules  and  regulations  to  be  prescribed,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Army  shall  fix  and  pay  a  uniform  rate  per  pound 
for  the  ocean  transportation  of  all  relief  packages  of  food 
or  other  general  classification  of  commodities  shipped  to  the 
Ryukyus  regardless  of  methods  of  shipment  and  higher  rates 
charged  by  particular  agencies  of  transportation,  but  this 
proviso  shall  not  apply  to  shipments  made  by  individuals  to 
individuals :  Provided  further,  That  the  President  may  trans¬ 
fer  to  any  other  department  or  agency  any  fimction  or  func¬ 
tions  provided  for  under  this  appropriation,  and  there  shall 
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be  transferred  to  any  such  department  or  agency  without 
reimbursement  and  without  regard  to  the  appropriation  from 
which  procured,  such  property  as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  shall  determine  to  relate  primarily  to  any 
function  or  functions  so  transferred. 

(o&yc  ON  ST  RUCTION  OF  POWER  SYSTEMS,  RYUKYU  ISLANDS 

For  necessary  expenses  of  construction,  installation,  and 
equipment  of  electric  power  systems  in  the  Ryukyu  Islands, 
which  shall  he  operated  by  the  Ryukyu  Electric  Power  Cor¬ 
poration,  an  instrumentality  of  the  United  States  Civil 
Administration  of  the  Ryukyu  Islands;  services  as  author¬ 
ized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  ( 5  U .  S.  C. 
55a),  at  rates  not  in  excess  of  $50  a  day  for  individuals ; 
hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles  and  hire  of  aircraft; 
$1,513,000  to  remain  available  until  expended,  without 
regard  to  sections  355  and  3734  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended,  and  title  10,  United  States  Code,  section  4774. 

CORPORATION 

The  following  corporation  is  hereby  authorized  to  make 
such  expenditures  within  the  limits  of  funds  and  borrowing 
authority  available  to  such  corporation,  and  in  accord  with 
law,  and  to  make  such  contracts  and  commitments  without 
regard  to  fiscal  year  limitations  as  provided  by  section  104 
of  the  Government  Corporation  Control  Act,  as  amended,  as 
may  be  necessary  in  carrying  out  the  programs  set  forth  in 
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the  budget  for  the  fiscal  year  1958  for  such  corporation, 
except  as  hereinafter  provided: 

Administrative  Expenses,  Expoet-Import  Bank  of 
Washington  (Limitation) 

Not  to  exceed  $1,900,000  (to  be  computed  on  an  ac¬ 
crual  basis)  of  the  funds  of  the  Export-Import  Bank  of 
Washington  shall  be  available  during  the  current  fiscal  year 
for  all  administrative  expenses  of  the  bank,  including  serv¬ 
ices  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2, 
1946  (5  U.  S.  O.  55a)  at  rates  not  to  exceed  $50  per  diem 
for  individuals,  and  not  to  exceed  $9,000  for  entertainment 
allowances  for  members  of  the  Board  of  Directors  when  spe¬ 
cifically  authorized  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Board :  Provided, 
That  necessary  expenses  (including  special  services  per¬ 
formed  on  a  contract  or  fee  basis,  but  not  including  other 
personal  services,  and  fees  or  dues  to  international  organi¬ 
zations  of  credit  institutions  engaged  in  financing  foreign 
trade)  in  connection  with  the  acquisition,  operation,  main¬ 
tenance,  improvement,  or  disposition  of  any  real  or  personal 
property  belonging  to  the  bank  or  in  which  it  has  an  interest, 
including  expenses  of  collections  of  pledged  collateral,  or  the 
investigation  or  appraisal  of  any  property  in  respect  to 
which  an  application  for  a  loan  has  been  made,  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  nonadministrative  expenses  for  the  purposes  hereof. 


H.  R.  9131 - 3 
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CHAPTER  (39)W  V 
INDEPENDENT  OFFICES 
Funds  Appeopbiated  to  the  Pbesident 

DISASTEE  BELIEF 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Disaster  relief”,  $15,000,- 
000,  to  remain  available  until  expended:  Provided,  That 
not  to  exceed  3  per  centum  of  the  foregoing  amount  shall 
he  available  for  administrative  expenses. 

Genebal  Seevices  Administbation 

(4Q7)H0SP1TAL  FACILITIES  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

For  an  additional  amount  for  expenses  necessary  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  August  7,  1946 
(60  Stat.  896),  as  amended,  authorizing  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  a  hospital  center  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
including  grants  to  private  agencies  for  hospital  facilities 
in  said  District,  $ 290,000 ,  to  remain  available  until  ex¬ 
pended:  Provided,  That  the  limitation  under  this  head  in 
the  Act  of  July  15,  1952  (66  Stat.  644),  as  amended, 
on  the  total  amount  to  be  provided  for  completion  of  grant 
projects,  is  increased  from  $13,010^000  to  $13,300,000. 
OPEBATING  EXPENSES,  NATIONAL  AECHIVES  AND  EECOEDS 

SEE  VICE 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Operating  expenses, 
National  Archives  and  Records  Service”,  $30,000. 
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Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency 

OFFICE  OF  THE  ADMINISTBATOK 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”, 
$450,000;  and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Inde¬ 
pendent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1958,  on  the  amount 
available  for  expenses  of  travel,  is  increased  from  “$340,000” 
to  “$375,000”. 

(41  'yFARM  Housing  Research 
To  carry  out  the  'provisions  of  section  603  of  the  Housing 
Act  of  1957  for  farm  housing  research  to  he  conducted  by 
land-grant  colleges  through  grants  for  research  study  and 
analysis,  $150,000. 

CHAPTER  (42)A  VI 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
(43 ^Bureau  of  Land  Management 

CONSTRUCTION 

Not  to  exceed  $1,423  of  the  funds  available  to  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  from  definite  annual  appropriations 
shall  be  available  for  reimbursing  the  city  of  Monticello,  Utah, 
for  the  cost  of  improvements  to  streets  and  appurtenant  facili¬ 
ties  adjoining  property  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management. 
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Bubeau  of  Indian  Affaies 

BESOUBCES  MANAGEMENT 

There  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  transferred  to  this 
appropriation,  from  any  other  definite  annual  appropriations 
from  the  general  funds  of  the  Treasury  available  to  the 
Buerau  of  Indian  Affairs  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1958,  not  to  exceed  (44)$4-18;0QQ  $169,000  for  emergency 
operation  and  maintenance  of  the  San  Carlos  irrigation 
project  on  a  nonreimbursable  basis(45):  Provided,  That  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  authorized  to  expend  income  re¬ 
ceived  from  leases  on  lands  on  the  Colorado  River  Indian 
Reservation  (southern  and  northern  reserves)  for  the  benefit 
of  the  Colorado  River  Indian  Tribes  and  their  members 
during  the  current  fiscal  year,  or  until  beneficial  ownership 
of  the  lands  has  been  determined  if  such  determination  is 
made  during  the  current  fiscal  year. 

INDEPENDENT  OEEICES 

Alaska  Inteenational  Rail  and  Highway 

Commission 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  Alaska  International 
Rail  and  Highway  Commission,  established  by  the  Act  of 
August  1,  1956  (70  Stat.  888),  including  reimbursement 


1  to  the  “Emergency  Fund  for  the  President,  National  De- 

2  fense”  for  allocations  made  pursuant  to  section  8  of  said  Act, 

3  $60,000,  to  remain  available  until  August  31,  1958. 

4  Commission  for  a  National  Cultural  Center 

5  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

6  (46)  Tire  Not  to  exceed  $12,000  of  the  unobligated  balance 

7  of  the  appropriation  for  “Salaries  and  expenses,  District  of 

8  Columbia  Auditorium  Commission”,  granted  in  the  Supple- 

9  mental  Appropriation  Act,  1957,  shall  remain  available 

10  during  the  fiscal  year  1958,  for  necessary  expenses  of  the 

11  Commission  for  a  National  Cultural  Center,  as  authorized 

12  by  the  Act  of  July  1,  1955  (Public  Law  128) ,  as  amended: 

13  Provided ,  That  this  paragraph  shall  be  effective  only  upon 

14  enactment  into  law  of  H.  E.  4813. 

15  (^DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

16  Forest  Service 

17  Forest  Land  Management:  During  the  current  fiscal 

18  year  not  to  exceed  $50,000  of  the  funds  appropriated  under 

19  this  heading  shall  he  available  for  the  acquisition  of  sites 

20  authorized  by  the  Act  of  March  3,  1925 ,  as  amended  (16 

21  U.  S.  C.  555),  without  regard  to  any  other  limitation  on 

22  the  amount  available  for  this  purpose. 
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(48 ^CHAPTER  VII 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION, 

AND  WELFARE 
Public  Health  Service 

(^^COMMUNICABLE  DISEASES 
Communicable  diseases:  For  an  additional  amount  for 
“ Communicable  diseases ”,  for  emergency  measures  necessary 
for  the  further  prevention  and  control  of  a  threatened  or 
actual  epidemic  of  influenza,  $ 800,000 :  Provided,  That 
$2,000,000  may  be  transferred  from  funds  appropriated  for 
disaster  relief  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  September  30,  1950, 
chapter  1125,  section  8  (64  Stat.  1109),  for  the  purposes 
specified  in  this  paragraph,  including  the  purchase,  without 
regard  to  section  3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  supplies  and  materials  for  prevention  and  control  and 
grants  to  States  of  money  and  medical  supplies  and  materials, 
upon  a  finding  by  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Surgeon  General 
and  the  National  Advisory  Health  Council,  that  a  threatened 
or  actual  epidemic  of  influenza  constitutes  an  actual  or  poten¬ 
tial  health  emergency  of  national  significance. 

( 'pO'ynOSPITALS  AND  MEDICAL  CARE 
The  limitation  under  this  head  contained  in  the  Third 
Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1957,  for  payments  for 
medical  care  of  dependents  and  retired  personnel  under  the 


1  Dependents’  Medical  Care  Act  is  increased  by  such  sum  or 

2  sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  purpose. 

3  (5V)C  ON  STRUCT  ION  OF  INDIAN  HEALTH  FACILITIES 

4  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction  of  Indian 

5  health  facilities”,  $ 34,000 ,  for  the  construction  of  sewer 

6  and  water  facilities  for  the  Elko  Indian  colony,  Nevada. 

7  (<52')general  provisions 

8  Section  210  of  the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 

9  and  Welfare  Appropriation  Act,  1958  (71  Stat.  224),  is 

10  amended  by  striking  out  the  period  at  the  end  of  such  section 

11  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  a  colon  and  the  following:  “Pro- 

12  vided,  That  this  section  shall  not  be  applicable  to  assistance 

13  and  consultation  rendered  by  that  Department  in  connection 

14  with  the  planning  of  a  building  for  the  use  of  the  Food  and 

15  Drug  Administration  at  Washington,  District  of  Columbia.” 

16  CHAPTER  (53)W4  VIII 

17  PUBLIC  WORKS 

18  (54 ^DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE— CIVIL 

19  FUNCTIONS 

20  Department  of  the  Army 

21  RIVERS  AND  HARBORS  AND  FLOOD  CONTROL 

22  Construction,  General 

23  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction,  General” , 

24  $475,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 
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Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
For  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  Act  of  1933,  as  amended  (16 
IT.  S.  C.,  ch.  12A),  including  hire,  maintenance,  and  opera¬ 
tion  of  aircraft,  and  purchase  (not  to  exceed  two  hundred  for 
replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles, 
$13,317,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

CHAPTER  (55)VH-  IX 

DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE  C 

International  Organizations  and  Conferences 

ELEVENTH  WORLD  HEALTH  ASSEMBLY  OF  THE  WORLD 
HEALTH  ORGANIZATION 

For  necessary  expenses  incident  to  organizing  and  hold¬ 
ing  the  Eleventh  World  Health  Assembly  in  the  United 
States,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  July  30,  1956  (Public 
Law  832),  (56)$30Q#00  $ 375,000 . 

c 

(57) CONTRIBUTIONS  TO  INTERNATIONAL  ORGANIZATIONS 
Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  2  of  Public 
Law  689,  Eighty -fourth  Congress,  an  additional  contribu¬ 
tion  of  $ 5,696  to  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty  Organization 
Parliamentary  Conference  is  authorized  out  of  funds  pre¬ 
viously  appropriated  for  “Contributions  to  International 
Organizations” . 
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International  Commissions 

INTERNATIONAL  FISHERIES  COMMISSIONS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “International  fisheries 
commissions”,  $80,000. 

Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural  Activities 
For  expenses  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  section  1011 
(d)  of  the  United  States  Information  and  Educational 
Exchange  Act  of  1948,  as  amended  (22  U.  S.  C.  1442  ( d )  ) , 
$3,525,000(58):  Provided,  That  this  amount  shall  be  used 
for  purchase  of  foreign  currencies  from  the  special  account 
for  the  informational  media  guaranty  program,  at  redes  of 
exchange  determined  by  the  Treasury  Department,  but  in 
no  event  at  a  higher  rate  per  unit  than  the  free  world  market 
value  of  the  currency  purchased,  and  the  amounts  of  any 
such  purchases  shall  be  covered  into  miscellaneous  receipts 
of  the  Treasury. 

THE  JUDICIARY 

Courts  of  Appeals,  District  Courts,  and  Other 

Judicial  Services 

(pd^SALARIES  OF  REFEREES 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “ Salaries  of  referees", 
$ 10,000 ,  to  be  derived  from  the  refereed  salary  fund  estab¬ 
lished  in  pursuance  of  the  Act  of  June  28,  1946,  as  amended 

(11  U.  S.  C.  68). 
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EXPENSES  OF  REFEREES 

For  an  additional  amount  of  “Expenses  of  referees”, 
(GO^S-POyOOO  $150,000,  to  be  derived  from  the  referees’ 
expense  fund  established  in  pursuance  of  the  Act  of  June  28, 
1946,  as  amended  (11  U.  S.  C.  68  (c)  (4)  ) . 

FUNDS  APPROPRIATED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 
President’s  Special  International  Program 
(61)Fer  an  additional  amount  for  “President’s  special  inter¬ 
national  program”,  $2, 2007000,'  to  remain  available  until 
expended. 

For  an  additional  amount  for  the  “ President’s  special 
international  program ”,  including  uniforms  or  allowances 
therefor,  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  2131), 
$5,089,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended:  Provided, 
That  the  amount  made  available  under  this  head  in  the 
Departments  of  State  and  Justice,  the  Judiciary,  and  Belated 
Agencies  Appropriation  Act,  1958,  for  United  States  partici¬ 
pation  in  the  Universal  and  International  Exhibition  of 
Brussels,  1958,  is  increased  from  u$6,500,000,,  to  “$9,~ 
389,000 

CHAPTER  (62)YHI  x 
TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 
Coast  Guard 

ACQUISITION,  CONSTRUCTION,  AND  IMPROVEMENTS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Acquisition,  construction, 
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and  improvements”,  $8,100,000,  to  remain  available  until 
expended. 

CHAPTER  (63)K  XI 
DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 
(Out  of  District  of  Columbia  Funds) 

Operating  Expenses 

COMPENSATION  AND  RETIREMENT  FUND  EXPENSES 
For  an  additional  amount,  fiscal  year  1957,  for  “Com¬ 
pensation  and  retirement  fimd  expenses”,  for  financing  the 
liability  of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  the  “Civil  service 
retirement  and  disability  fund”,  $980,000,  of  which  $78,300 
shall  be  payable  from  the  highway  fund,  $34,100  from  the 
water  fund,  $29,900  from  the  sanitary  sewage  works  fimd, 
and  $2,500  from  the  motor  vehicle  parking  fund. 

OFFICE  OF  CORPORATION  COUNSEL 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Office  of  Corporation 
Counsel”,  $40,000. 

COURTS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Courts”,  $73,000. 

< ^DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  HEALTH 
Department  of  Public  Health,  amounts  equal  to  the  cost 
of  medical  services  rendered  recipients  of  Public  Assistance, 
ivithout  charge,  may  from  time  to  time  be  transferred  to  the 
Department  of  Public  Welfare  for  deposit  into  a  fund,  hereby 
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established,  for  the  purpose  of  matching  Federal  grants  under 
the  Social  Security  Act  for  payment  for  medical  services  as 
provided  under  that  Act,  payment  of  related  administrative 
expense,  and  return  of  any  surplus  to  the  general  fund  oj 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

NATIONAL  ZOOLOGICAL  PARK 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “National  Zoological 
Park”,  $49,000. 

Capital  Outlay 

PUBLIC  BUILDING  CONSTRUCTION 
For  an  additional  amount  for  “Capital  Outlay,  Public 
Building  Construction”  for  acquisition  of  a  site  for  an  addi¬ 
tion  to  Bryan  Elementary  School,  preparation  of  plans  and 
specifications,  construction,  including  building  improvements 
and  alterations  and  treatment  of  grounds,  for  additions  to 
the  following  elementary  schools:  Biver  Terrace,  Bryan, 
Noyes,  and  Kingsman;  to  remain  available  until  expended, 
$2,421,000,  of  which  $146,500  shall  be  available  for  con¬ 
struction  services  by  the  Director  of  Buildings  and  Grounds 
or  by  contract  for  architectural  engineering  services,  as  may 
be  determined  by  the  Commissioners,  and  the  funds  for  the 
use  of  the  Director  of  Buildings  and  Grounds  shall  be  ad¬ 
vanced  to  the  appropriation  account,  “Construction  Services, 
Department  of  Buildings  and  Grounds”. 
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Miscellaneous 


2  SETTLEMENT  OF  CLAIMS  AND  SUITS 

3  For  the  payment  of  claims  in  excess  of  $250,  approved 

4  by  the  Commissioners  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 

5  the  Act  of  February  11,  1929,  as  amended  (45  Stat.  1160; 

6  46  Stat.  500;  65  Stat.  131),  $14,778. 

7  JUDGMENTS 

8  For  the  payment  of  final  judgments  rendered  against 

9  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  set  forth  in  (fiSySenate  Docu- 

10  merit  Numbered  57  and  House  Documents  Numbered  198 

11  and  213  (Eighty-fifth  Congress),  (66)$l-5-;038  $ 44,128 , 

12  together  with  such  further  sums  as  may  he  necessary  to 

13  pay  the  interest  at  not  exceeding  4  per  centum  per  annum 

14  on  such  judgments,  as  provided  by  law,  from  the  date  the 

15  same  became  due  until  the  day  of  payment. 

16  AUDITED  CLAIMS 

17  For  an  additional  amount  for  the  payment  of  claims,  cer- 

18  tified  to  be  due  by  the  accounting  officers  of  the  District  of 

19  Columbia,  under  appropriations  the  balances  of  which  have 

20  been  exhausted  or  credited  to  the  general  or  special  funds  of 

21  the  District  of  Columbia  as  provided  by  law  (District  of 

22  Columbia  Code,  title  47,  sec.  130a) ,  being  for  the  service  of 

23  the  fiscal  year  1956  and  prior  fiscal  years  as  set  forth  in  House 

24  Documents  Numbered  198  and  213  (Eighty-fifth  Congress) , 
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1  $112,289,  together  with  such  further  sums  as  may  he  neces- 

2  sary  to  pay  the  interest  on  audited  claims  for  refunds  at  not 

3  exceeding  4  per  centum  per  annum  as  provided  by  law 

4  (Act  of  July  10,  1952,  66  Stat.  546,  sec.  14d) . 

5  Division  of  Expenses 

6  The  sums  appropriated  in  this  Act  for  the  District  of 

7  Columbia  shall,  unless  otherwise  specifically  provided  for,  he 

8  paid  out  of  the  general  fund  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as 

9  defined  in  the  District  of  Columbia  Appropriation  Acts  for 

10  the  fiscal  years  involved. 

11  CHAPTER  (67)X  XII 

12  LEGISLATIVE  BRANCH 

13  House  of  Representatives 

14  Eor  payment  to  Anastasia  S.  Bowler,  widow  of  James 

15  B.  Bowler,  late  a  Representative  from  the  State  of  Illinois, 

16  $22,500. 

17  Capitol  Police 

18  General  expenses:  Eor  an  additional  amount  for 

19  “General  expenses”,  $2,000. 

20  (<o&)Architect  of  tee  Capitol 

21  CAPITOL  BUILDINGS  AND  GROUNDS 

22  ( Gd'yFurniture  and  furnishings,  additional  Senate  Office 

23  Building:  To  enable  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  under 

24  the  direction  of  the  Senate  Office  Building  Commission, 


1  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  July  10,  1957 

2  (Public  Law  85-93,  Eighty-fifth  Congress),  authorizing 

3  furniture  and  furnishings  for  the  additional  office  building 

4  for  the  United  States  Senate,  authorized  to  be  constructed 

5  and  equipped  by  the  Second  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act, 

6  1948  (62  Stat.  1029),  $ 1,000,000 ,  to  remain  available 

7  until  expended. 

8  (70 ^Remodeling,  Senate  Office  Building:  Toward  carrying 

9  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  July  10,  1957  (Public  Law 

10  85-95,  Eighty-fifth  Congress),  authorizing  the  enlargement 

11  and  remodeling  of  Senators'1  suites  and  structural,  mechani- 

12  cal,  and  other  changes  and  improvements  in  the  existing 

13  Senate  Office  Building  to  provide  improved  accommoda- 
tions  for  the  United  States  Senate,  $ 250,000 ,  to  be  ex- 

15  pended  by  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  under  the  direction 
1®  of  the  Senate  Office  Building  Commission  and  to  remain 
17  available  until  expended:  Provided,  That  the  funds  herein 
1®  appropriated  may  be  expended  only  for  such  work  as  can 

19  be  done  by  the  force  of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  except 

20  that  not  to  exceed  $20,000  of  such  funds  may  be  expended. 

21  on  a  personal  service  contract  basis  for  consulting  architec- 

22  tural  and  engineering  services  for  preparation  of  prelimi- 
22  nary  plans  and  estimates  of  cost  heretofore  completed. 
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1  CHAPTER  (71)NJ  XIII 

2  CLAIMS  FOR  DAMAGES,  AUDITED  CLAIMS,  AND 

3  JUDGMENTS 

4  For  payment  of  claims  for  damages  as  settled  and  deter- 

5  mined  by  departments  and  agencies  in  accord  with  law, 

6  audited  claims  certified  to  be  due  by  the  General  Accounting 

7  Office,  and  judgments  rendered  against  the  United  States 

8  by  United  States  district  courts  and  the  United  States  Court 

9  of  Claims,  as  set  forth  in  House  Document  Numbered  213, 

10  and  schedule  C  of  Senate  Document  Numbered  38,  Eighty- 

11  fifth  Congress,  $2,104,087,  together  with  such  amounts  as 

12  may  be  necessary  to  pay  interest  (as  and  wrhen  specified  in 

13  such  judgments  or  in  certain  of  the  settlements  of  the  General 
Accounting  Office  or  provided  by  law)  and  such  additional 

15  sums  due  to  increases  in  rates  of  exchange  as  may  be  neces- 
19  sary  to  pay  claims  in  foreign  currency:  Provided,  That  no 
17  judgment  herein  appropriated  for  shall  be  paid  until  it  shall 
78  have  become  final  and  conclusive  against  the  United  States 

19  by  failure  of  the  parties  to  appeal  or  otherwise:  Provided 

20  further,  That,  unless  otherwise  specifically  required  by  law 

21  or  by  the  judgment,  payment  of  interest  wherever  appro- 

22  priated  for  herein  shall  not  continue  for  more  than  thirty  days 
28  after  the  date  of  approval  of  this  Act. 

(72 yFor  payment  of  claims  for  damages  as  settled  and  de- 
2o  termined  by  departments  and  agencies  in  accord  with  law, 
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audited  claims ,  certified  to  be  due  by  the  General  Account¬ 
ing  Office,  and  judgments  rendered  against  the  United  States 
by  United  States  district  courts  and  the  United  States  Court 
of  Claims,  as  set  forth  in  Senate  Document  Numbered  60, 
Eighty-fifth  Congress,  $ 753,860  together  with  such  amounts 
as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  interest  (as  and  when  specified 
in  such  judgments  or  in  certain  of  the  settlements  of  the 
General  Accounting  Office  or  provided  by  law)  and  such 
additional  sums  due  to  increases  in  rates  of  exchange  as  may 
be  necessary  to  pay  claims  in  foreign  currency:  Provided, 
That  no  judgment  herein  appropriated  for  shall  be  paid 
until  it  shall  have  become  final  and  conclusive  against  the 
United  States  by  failure  of  the  parties  to  appeal  or  otherwise: 
Provided  further,  That,  unless  otherwise  specifically  required 
by  law  or  by  the  judgment,  payment  of  interest  wherever 
appropriated  for  herein  shall  not  continue  for  more  than 
thirty  days  after  the  date  of  approval  of  this  Act. 

CHAPTER  (73)NH  XIV 
GENERAL  PROVISION 

Sec.  (74)4201  1401.  Subsection  (e)  (1)  of  section 
3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31  U.  S.  C.  665) , 
is  hereby  further  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(e)  (1)  No  apportionment  or  reapportionment,  or 

request  therefor  by  the  head  of  an  agency,  which,  in  the 
judgment  of  the  officer  making  or  the  agency  head  request- 
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mg  such  apportionment  or  reapportionment,  would  indicate 
a  necessity  for  a  deficiency  or  supplemental  estimate  shall 
be  made  except  upon  a  determination  by  such  officer  or 
agency  head,  as  the  case  may  be,  that  such  action  is  re¬ 
quired  because  of  (A)  any  laws  enacted  subsequent  to  the 
transmission  to  the  Congress  of  the  estimates  for  an  appro¬ 
priation  which  require  expenditures  beyond  administrative 
control;  or  (B)  emergencies  involving  the  safety  of  human 
life,  the  protection  of  property,  or  the  immediate  welfare 
of  individuals  in  cases  where  an  appropriation  has  been  made 
to  enable  the  United  States  to  make  payment  of,  or  contri¬ 
butions  toward,  sums  which  are  required  to  be  paid  to  indi¬ 
viduals  either  in  specific  amounts  fixed  by  law  or  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  formulae  prescribed  by  law.” 

(7 S)8ec.  1402.  The  appropriations,  authorizations,  and 
authority  with  respect  thereto  in  this  Act  shall  be  available 
from,  July  1,  1957,  for  the  purposes  provided  in  such  ap¬ 
propriations,  authorizations,  and  authority.  All  obligations 
incurred  during  the  period  between  June  30,  1957,  and 
the  date  of  enactment  of  this  Act  in  anticipation  of  such 
appropriations,  authorizations,  and  authority  are  hereby 
ratified  and  confirmed  if  in  accordance  with  the  terms 


hereof,  arid  the  terms  of  Public  Law  85-78,  Eighty-fifth 
Congress,  as  amended. 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  August  7,  1957. 

Attest:  RALPH  R.  ROBERTS, 

Clerk. 

Passed  the  Senate  with  amendments  August  19,  1957. 

Attest  :  EELTON  M.  JOHNSTON, 

Secretary. 
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mSje  loose  conferedation  or,  worse  still,  into 
a  transparent  false  front? 

Thf^igns  of  decay  are  plain  to  be  seen  by 
any  onV  who  spends  much  time,  as  this  re¬ 
porter  hag  lately  been  doing,  in  England  and 
France.  There  are  plenty  of  these  signs,  such 
as  the  presence  of  a  vague  but  captious 
anti-Americanism,  the  specific  and  wide¬ 
spread  distrust  of  the  present  American 
leadership,  including  President  Eisenhower 
himself,  and  theVlmost  universal,  personal 
detestation  of  Secretary  of  State  John  Foster 
Dulles  (who  is  now  the  most  disliked  man  in 
Europe  since  Josef  SOalin). 

The  desire  to  be  liked  is  the  worst  of  all 
follies  in  foreign  relations.  Hence  these 
surface  signs  of  WesterX  disunity  might 
safely  be  ignored  if  it  were  rmt  for  one  prac¬ 
tical  point  of  high  importance.  The  in¬ 
creasing  distrust  of  the  American  leader¬ 
ship  is  increasingly  causing  serious  policy 
divergencies  among  the  Western  Allies. 

Great  efforts  have  been  made,  nfetably  by 
Secretary  Dulles,  to  plaster  over  thd-.  under- 
lying  disunity  with  an  appearance  of  con¬ 
cord.  But  the  policy  divergencies  are  there, 
none  the  less.  They  are  getting  worse.  \nd 
it  is  time  to  ask  the  reason  for  this  distrust 
of  the  American  leadership  that  is  so  weak 
ening  the  West. 

In  the  opinion  of  this  reporter,  there  is 
one  main  reason.  The  American  leadership 
is  now  distrusted  because  the  Eisenhower 
administration  has  seemed  so  totally  unin¬ 
terested  in  the  central  problem  confronting 
our  British  and  French  allies.  This  is  the 
problem  of  their  changing  power  status 
These  two  great  nations  once  led  the  civilized  * 
world.  Today,  they  are  more  and  more  re¬ 
duced  to  powers  of  the  second  rank.  They, 
and  we  too,  have  to  decide  what  to  do  about 
this  decline  in  their  power. 

The  problem  comes  in  two  parts.  The 
first  and  most  obvious  part  is  the  progressive 
loss  of  the  British  and  French  imperial  and 
colonial  position.  Despite  the  glib  slogans 
so  often  quoted,  empires  are  still  possible  to 
maintain  intact — witness  Hungary.  But  the 
British,  who  very  carefully  made  a  Hungary 
in  India  just  a  hundreds  years  ago,  when 
mutiny  was  drowned  in  a  bath  of  blood,  have 
now  lost  the  stomach  for  this  sort  of  thing. 
And  so  have  the  French. 

All  the  same,  neither  the  British  nor  the 
French  like  to  face  these  unpleasant  facts — 
though  they  are  always  complaining  of 
American  pressure,  or  in  the  case  of  the 
French  in  north  Africa.  American  plots. 
We  tend  to  be  blamed,  in  fact,  for  results 
that  were  unavoidable  in  any  case,  given 
modern,  civilized  westerners’  distaste  for 
making  Hungarys. 

As  for  the  second  part  of  this  problem  o: 
our  allies’  changing  power  status,  it  goes 
even  deeper.  It  stems  from  the  simple  fact 
that  only  a  giant  national  economy  can  af¬ 
ford  the  gigantic  expenditures  needed  to 
maintain  a  complete  panoply  of  fully/modern 
weapons. 

As  a  case  in  point,  consider  ;Khe  British 
defense  program  as  elaborated /by  the  new 
Minister  of  Defense,  Duncan -Sandy s,  since 
the  end  of  the  Suez  crisis./ This  program 
is  squarely  based  on  distrust  of  the  United 
States.  America,  Sandys-argued,  cannot  be 
trusted  to  stand  by  her -i;rans- Atlantic  allies 
when  American  cities  are  directly  threatened 
by  Soviet  ballistic  /nissiles  with  H-bomb 
warheads.  Hence  Britain,  to  defend  herself 
and  Europe,  mu^t  sacrifice  everything  to ' 
possess  her  own /nermo-nuclear  deterrent. 

Starting  wi(,n  this  premise,  the  Sandys 
program  wily  leave  Britain  almost  fully 
naked  of  the  conventional  armed  forces 
Britain  stjfl  needs  to  protect  her  still-con- 
siderableAiverseas  interests.  In  this  way,  too, 
the  program  will  seriously  weaken  NATO. 
All  thfc  will  be  done  in  order  to  make  funds 
avaij&ble  for  the  British  grand  deterrent. 

But  in  fact,  even  after  these  sacrifices, 
Britain  almost  certainly  cannot  afford  to 


keep  the  grand  deterrent  up  to  date  with¬ 
out  a  far  larger  outlay  than  Sandys  con¬ 
templates.  But  the  time  Britain  has  long- 
range  aircraft  with  H-bombs,  Britain  will 
actually  need  long-range  aircraft  plus 
H-bombs  plus  air-to-ground  missiles  to 
carry  the  H-bomb  from  the  aircraft  to  their 
distant  targets.  The  ballistic  missile  state 
will  come  after  that.  And  at  every  stage, 
the  strain  of  keping  really  abreast  of  these 
fantastically  costly  weapons  developments 


the  Record  the  news  story  from  the  New^ 
York  Times  of  today. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editoj^al 
and  article  were  ordered  to  be  prjnted 
in  the  Record,  as  follows : 

[From  the  New  York  Herald  TrjjSune  of 
August  19,  1957] 

Congratulations  to  a  Great  Man 
Bernard  M.  Baruch  is  87  years  old  today. 
A  little  rapid  calculation  will  show  that  he 


■  will  be  too  great  for  the  British  Treasury.  *»  ,  ,  ,  ..  . 

t.  0,,_  j  *  y  was  born  in  1870,  only  5  years  after  the  end 

In  sum,  the  new  British  defense  program  -  -  -  - 

is  an  instinctive  rather  than  a  rational 


reaction  to  one  part  of  the  problem  of  Brit¬ 
ain’s  changing  power  status.  By  the  same 
token,  another  part  of  this  same  problem 
provoked  an  almost  wholly  instinctive  reac¬ 
tion  as  Suez. 

“Well,  whose  fault  is  that?”  would  most 
probably  be  the  Eisenhower  administration’s 
comment.  But  this  is  a  wholly  insufficient 
comment  from  the  leading  power  of  the 
West.  Britain  and  France  cannot  make  wise 
adjustments  to  their  new  roles  in  the  world 
without  American  wisdom  to  help  them. 
The  United  States,  above  all,  has  got  to 
make  two  things  clear. 


of  the  American  Civil  Waf,  when  the  world 
was  far  different  from  ..the  world  we  know 
today.  Generations  l>4ve  come  and  gone, 
nations  have  fallen, and  risen,  the  United 
States  has  undergone  an  unparalleled  trans¬ 
formation.  Yet  t/rough  it  all  Bernard  Ba¬ 
ruch  has  remained  a  fixed  point  of  sagacity, 
generosity,  and''  kindliness.  Particularly  in 
recent  years  have  his  birthdays  been  an  oc¬ 
casion  for , 'rejoicing  and  felicitations  in 
which  the  leaders  of  men  and  the  masses 
of  men  j^in. 

One  can  sense  Mr.  Baruch’s  unique  place 
x>n  the  American  scene  from  the  affection¬ 
ate  yutles  which  have  been  bstowed  upon 
him.  “Adviser  to  Presidents,”  “elder  states- 


We  have  got  to  make  it  clear  that  we  really  -park-bench  philosopher”— these 

^  _°Ur  i^1U -S'  /friendly  appellations  are  applied  in  a  quite 
m  *  '  literal  way  to  Mr.  Baruch,  and  they  are  quite 


iterests  which  it  is  humanly  possible  to 
safeguard  (although  not  to  the  extent  of 
trying  to  maintain  unpractical  colonial  sit¬ 
uations).  More  important  still,  we  have/got 
to  maim  it  clear  that  the  Western  Alliance 
really  \  an  alliance,  a  true  partnership. 
And  for  Viis  such  measures  are  needed  as 
an  amendment  of  the  MacMahqri  Act,  to 
permit  a  sensible  distribution  of  the  tasks 
of  common  defense. 

If  we  do  noiNdo  these  things,  then,  “Save 
yourselves  and  th^  devil  take  the  hindmost, 
will  soon  be  the  Natchwopd  inside  Western 
Alliance.  And  theNUnited  States  will  then 
suffer  quite  as  mucbS^all  the  other  allies. 


EIGHTY-SEVEINpfH  BIRTHDAY  OF 
BERNARD  M.  BARUCH 

M.  JAVITSf  Mr.  Presit^nt.  I  wish  to 
take  some  of  the  time  of  the  Senate  to 
congratulate  a  very  great  man,  Bernard 
Baruch,  AVhose  birthday  is  toda^y.  and  of 
whom  jVe  in  New  York  are  veryVproud. 
Today  he  is  87  years  of  age. 

I  Should  like  to  quote  only  one  sentence 
fr.om  his  traditional  birthday  interview, 
:ich  is  now  almost  historic  in  ouh 
Country.  Pie  said: 

If  I  had  one  wish  to  be 
I  should  likfe  to  see  a  start  made  toward 
permanent  peace  in  the  world. 


as  accurate  in  the  nuclear  age  as  they  were 
in  bygone  eras. 

Bernard  Baruch  remains  today  what  he 
was  years  ago — the  genius  of  common  sense. 
It  is  a  quality  that  has  stood  him — and 
through  him,  his  country — in  good  stead 
through  years  of  strife  and  struggle  and  of 
wrestling  with  momentous  problems.  If  his 
counsel  has  been  sought — and  accepted — by 
one  President  of  the  United  States  after  an¬ 
other,  surely  it  is  because  of  this  pervading 
quality  of  horsesense  and  reasonableness. 
Changing  fads,  fashions  and  fancies  have  in 
no  wise  diminished  Mr.  Baruch’s  enviable 
ability  to  cut  through  the  heart  of  the  mat¬ 
ter  to  essentials,  to  propose  courses  and  of¬ 
fer  counsel  that  make  sense. 

Mr.  Baruch’s  faith  in  America’s  future  is 
as  unshakable  as  his  belief  in  the  prin¬ 
ciples  that  have  made  this  country  great. 
He  has  never  succumbed  to  despair  or  to 
pessimism.  And  the  personification  he  him¬ 
self  offers  of  the  thinking,  sensitive  man 
strengthens  the  confidence  of  others  in  hu¬ 
manity’s  capacity  to  win  through  to  bright- 
It  is  an  honor  to  be  a  contemporary 
of  Bernard  Baruch,  and  to  salute  him  as  he 
reaches  another  milestone  in  a  great  career. 


Mr.  President,  considering  Mr. 
Baurch’s  considerable  contributions  to 
the  Baruch  plan,  which  remains  the 
fundamental  basis  for  American  policy 
with  respect  to  disarmament  as  it  affects 
the  atom  bomb  and  other  weapons  of 
major  destruction,  I  think  Mr.  Baruch 
is  one  man  who  has  a  right  to  make  that 
statement.  I  hazard  the  guess  that  all 
of  us  would  hope  to  live  so  many  honored 
years  and  to  have  at  his  age  the  bright¬ 
ness  of  mind,  the  sprightliness  and 
spirit,  and  the  idealism  reflected  in  that 
statement  alone. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  have  printed  at  this  point  in  the 
Record,  as  a  part  of  my  remarks,  the 
editorial  entitled  “Congratulations  to  a 
Great  Man,”  which  was  published  this 
morning  in  the  New  York  Herald 
Tribune,  in  extending  congratulations  to 
Mr.  Baruch;  and  I  also  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  at  this  point  in 


;  [From  the  New  York  Times  of  August  19, 
granted  me,  \  1957] 

Baruch,  87,  Longs  for  World  Peace — His  One 
V^jsh  Is  To  See  a  Start  With  His  Atomic 
Plan  or  Something  Like  It — Urges  United 
Germany — Also  Warns  That  Inflation 
MustaBe  Halted  Through  the  Help  of 

EVERYOi. 

Ira  Henry  Freeman) 

Old  WESTBtetr,  Long  Island,  August  18.— 
At  the  age  of ''87,  Bernard  Baruch’s  dearest 
wish  is  to  see  thedawn  of  world  peace. 

On  the  eve  of  Bis  birthday,  the  financier 
and  adviser  to  Presidents  discussed  here  to¬ 
day  war  and  peace,  cbptrol  of  atomic  energy, 
the  future  of  Germany,  inflation,  the  stock 
market,  and  superfluous,  birthdays. 

“If  I  had  one  wish  to\be  granted  me,  I 
should  like  to  see  a  start  made  toward  per¬ 
manent  peace  in  the  woEld,”.  he  said  at  the 
home  of  a  friend,  Mrs.  Robert  Low  Bacon, 
where  he  is  visiting.  “Agreements  between 
nations  will  not  guarantee  it. 

“There  must  be  an  international  author¬ 
ity  which  owns  all  the  natural  resources  and 
fissionable  materials  required  to  wage  atomic 
war.  The  authority  must  also  have  ccfhtrol 
of  the  necessary  scientific  and  metallurgical 
processes.”  a 
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■WANTS  BOMBS  MADE  HARMLESS 

"Then  aU  the  world’s  atom,  bombs  must 
be  handed  over  to  the  authority  for  debomb¬ 
ing.  The  danger  of  contamination  by  fall¬ 
out  is  thus  eliminated  because  there  would 
be  no  testing  of  'atomic  weapons.  All  atomic 
energy  will  be  utilized  for  peaceful  purposes." 

That  was  the  essence  of  the  Baruch  plan 
for  atomic  control,  which  the  Soviet  Union 
rejected. 

"They  will  come  to  ifior  something  like  it,( 
in  the  end,”  Mr.  Baruch  continued  confi¬ 
dently.  "I  believe  that  public  opinion,  the 
Russian  people,  will  eventually  force  their 
leaders  to  approve  it.” 

The  reunification  of  a  peaceful,  neutral 
Germany  also  is  essential  to  peace  between 
the  Soviet  and  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty 
powers,  Mr.  Baruch  said,  adding : ' 

"The  Russians  are  afraid  of  Geridany,  be¬ 
cause  a  strong,  united  Germany  cariLknock 
the  stuffing  out  of  them.  But  it  is  as  im¬ 
portant  to  us  to  keep  Germany  out  of  Rus¬ 
sia’s  hands  as  it  is  to  them  to  keep  Germahy 
out  of  our  hands.  Don’t  ask  me  how  wit:' 
out  war.” 

THE  DANGER  OP  INFLATION 

On  the  domestic  scene,  inflation  remains 
the  greatest  danger,  in  Mr.  Baruch’s  opinion. 

"Inflation  means  spending  money  for 
something  unproductive  or  nonessential,”  he 
said,  wagging  a  long  finger.  "Spending 
money  for  development  of  resources,  or  add¬ 
ing  real  wealth,  promoting  the  health,  edu¬ 
cation,  or  security  of  the  people  is  not  infla¬ 
tionary.  We  are  all  guilty  of  not  controlling 
inflation — you,  me,  everybody.  Not  just  the 
politicians.  Although  they  all  say  we 
should — too  late.  Why  don’t  they  do  it 
when  they  have  the  power? 

"I  warned  against  removing  price  controls 
too  soon  after  World  War  II.  Your  paper — 
the  New  York  Times — was  as  active  in  beat¬ 
ing  down  that  proposal  as  anybody. 

“More  recently  George  Humphrey  warned 
that  the  Government  was  spending  too  much 
money.  He  was  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
for  4  years;  why  didn’t  he  do  something  about 
it  then?  But  none  of  us  are  willing  to  dis¬ 
cipline  ourselves.  Control  the  other  fellow, 
we  say. 

“Now  don’t  make  me  sound  like  Old  Citizen 
Fix  It,  telling  everybody  what’s  wrong  with 
everything  and  how  to  improve  it.” 

AS  ENERGETIC  AS  EVER 

The  famous  stock  market  trader  and  Gov¬ 
ernment  fiscal  expert  is  still  as  keen,  out¬ 
spoken,  and  energetic  as  ever.  He  still  thinks 
fast,  talking  to  the  point  and  in  a  rush, 
while  his  hands  make  vigorous  gestures  that 
recall  his  youth  as  an  amateur  boxer.  His 
bony,  6-foot-3  frame  may  bend  slightly  novr, 
but  he  walks  like  a  young  man,  rides  ga 
about  the  grounds  on  a  golf  cart,  and  sw; 
in  a  pool  every  day. 

Telegrams  of  congratulation  from  thp'great 
and  nongreat  who  are  his  friends  have  begun 
to  arrive  from  all  over  the  world/  But  he 
prefers  not  to  discuss  them. 

The  first  volume  of  his  autobiography, 
carrying  his  life  story  up  to  /frorld  War  I, 
will  be  issued  tomorrow.  / 

"I  tried  to  write  of  the  past  with  no  bull 
as  I  lived  it,  because  of  J»ne  lessons  it  may 
teach  young  people  tocWy.”  he  said.  ,  "The 
past  is  only  of  value  a/ it  guides  us  tomor¬ 
row.”  / 

Mr.  Baruch  will  ^pend  tomorrow  quietly, 
working  on  the  second  volume  and  handling 
his  own  correspondence.  He  will  be  visited 
by  his  children-^Mrs.  Belle  Wilcox,  Mrs.  Rene 
M.  Samstag,  ap'd  Bernard  M.  Baruch  Jr.  But 
there  will  be  •no  party. 

"Who  the  hell  wants  to  celebrate  an  87th 
birthday”  he  demanded.  "That’s  all  right 
for  youngsters  of  60  or  70.” 

Th/PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
further  morning?  if  not,  morning  busi¬ 
ness  is  closed. 


SUSPENSION  OF  CALL  OF  THE 
CALENDAR  TODAY 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  call  of 
the  calendar  of  bills  to  which  there  is 
no  objection,  under  rule  VIII,  be  sus¬ 
pended. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


1 


I 


SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS 
1958 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President, 
what  is  the  unfinished  business? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  un¬ 
finished  business  is  House  bill  9131,  mak¬ 
ing  supplemental  appropriations  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1958,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  resume  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  that  bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  (H.  R.  9131)  making  supplemental 
appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  end¬ 
ing  June  30,  1958,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  with 
amendments. 


CALL  OF  THE  RO! 
Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr. 


suggest  the  absence  of  a 
The  PRESIDING 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  cler/  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 


Aiken 

Gory 

Morse 

Allott 

Grefen 

Norton 

Anderson 

Harden 

Mundt 

Barrett 

Hickenlooper 

Murray 

Beall 

/Hill 

Neuberger 

Bennett  , 

Holland 

O’Mahoney 

Bible 

Hruska 

Pastore 

Bricker  / 

Humphrey 

Potter 

Bush 

Ives 

Purtell 

Butler  / 

Jackson 

Robertson  V 

Byrd  ,• 

Javits 

Russell  > 

Carlson 

Jenner 

Saltonstall 

Carroll 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Schoeppel 

Ca &.  N.  J. 

Kefauvtr 

Scott 

Gdse,  S.  Dak. 

Kennedy 

Smathers 

^Chavez 

Kerr 

Smith,  Maine 

Clark 

Knowland 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Cooper 

Kuchel 

Sparkman 

Cotton 

Langer 

Stennis 

Curtis 

Lausche 

Symington 

Dirksen 

Long 

Talmadge 

Douglas 

Magnuson 

Thurmond 

Dworshak 

Malone  < 

Thye 

Eastland 

Mansfield 

Watkins 

Ellender 

Martin,  Iowa 

Wiley 

Ervin 

Martin,  Pa. 

Williams 

Frear 

McClellan 

Yarborough 

Fulbright 

Goldwater 

McNamara 

Monroney 

Young 

esident,  I 
orum. 

CER.  The 


[Mr. 


Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson] 
and  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia 
[Mr.  Neely]  are  absent  on  official  busi¬ 
ness. 

The  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Church] 
is  absent  on  official  business  attending 
the  Economic  Conference  of  the  Organi¬ 
zation  of  American  States  at  Buenos 
Aires. 

The  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Hen¬ 
nings]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate 
because  of  illness. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bridges]  and  the  Senator  from  Maine 


[Mr.  Payne]  are  absent  because 
ness. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Ca 
hart]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the 
to  represent  the  Senate  at 
American  Economic  Conferej 
Buenos  Aires. 

The  Senator  from  Ver 
Flanders]  is  necessarily  absa6t. 

The  Senator  from  West  ^Virginia  [Mr. 
Revercomb]  is  absent  on  official  business. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Tal- 
madge  in  the  chair) .  /  quorum  is  pres¬ 
ent. 

FACILITATION  OF  PAYMENT  OF 
GOVERNMENT  CHECKS 

Mr.  McCLRLLAN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
that  the  Chair  lay  before  the  Senate  the 
amendment  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  to  /  1799. 

’RESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be¬ 
fore/he  Senate  the  amendment  of  the 
Hcnise  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
1799)  to  facilitate  the  payment  of  Gov¬ 
ernment  checks,  and  for  other  purposes, 
which  was  to  strike  out  all  after  the 
enacting  clause  and  insert : 

That  section  1  of  the  act  of  July  11,  1947 
(61  State.  308;  31  U.  S.  C.  132),  is  hereby 
mended  to  read  as  follows; 

That  (a)  all  checks  heretofore  or  here¬ 
after  drawn  on  the  Treasurer  of  the  United 
States,  including  those  drawn  by  wholly 
owned  and  mixed-ownership  Government 
corporations,  shall  be  payable  without  lim¬ 
itation  of  time:  Provided,  That  where  on 
presentation  of  any  check  for  payment  the 
Treasurer  of  the  United  States  is  on  notice 
of  a  doubtful  question  of  law  or  fact  the 
payment  of  such  checks  shall  be  deferred 
pending  settlement  by  the  General  Account¬ 
ing  Office. 

"(b)  The  amount  of  all  checks  drawn  by 
authorized  officers  of  the  United  States  on 
designated  depositaries  which  have  not  been 
paid  prior  to  the  close  of  the  fiscal  year  next 
following  the  fiscal  year  in  which  the  checks 
were  issued  shall  be  withdrawn  from  the  ac¬ 
counts  with  such  depositaries  and  deposited 
with  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  for 
credit  to  a  consolidated  account  or  accounts 
on  the  books  of  the  Treasury.  Claims  for  the 
i  of  such  unpaid  checks  shall  be  pay¬ 
able  from  such  consolidated  accounts  by 
jecks  drawn  on  the  Treasurer  of  the  United 
pursuant  to  settlement  by  the  Gen- 
Vecounting  Office. 

The  limitation  imposed  in  respect  to 
certaift  claims  or  demands  against  the  United 
States  by  the  act  of  October  9,  1940  (54  Stat. 
1061;  3l\u.  S.  C.  71a,  237),  shall  Hot  be 
deemed  tck  apply  to  original  or  substitute 
checks  heretofore  or  hereafter  drawn  on  the 
Treasurer  of  \the  United  States,  including 
those  drawn  by  wholly  owned  and  mixed- 
ownership  Government  corporations,  or 
drawn  by  authorized  officers  of  the  United^ 
States  on  designated  depositaries.” 

Sec.  2.  Section  3  o\the  act  of  July  11,  1947 
(61  Stat.  309;  31  U.^S.  C.  134),  is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  folio 

"Sec.  3.  The  Secretary. of  the  Treasury  is 
authorized  to  transfer,  at'appropriate  inter¬ 
vals,  amounts  of  unpaid  qjiecks  from  the 
accounts  on  which  drawn  tcka  consolidated 
account  or  accounts  on  theNhooks  of  the 
Treasury  and  to  transfer  to  such  consoli¬ 
dated  account  or  accounts  the  balance  of  the 
special  deposit  account  establishecKpursuant 
to  section  1  of  the  act  of  July  1 1 ,  \,947  (61 
Stat.  308),  which  consolidated  account  or 
accounts  shall  be  available  for  the  payment 
of  such  checks  and  any  unpaid  checks  here¬ 
tofore  payable  from  the  special  deposit  ac¬ 
count.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  fur- 
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theY  authorized  to  transfer,  at  appropriate 
internals,  from  the  accounts  available  for  the 
payment  of  unpaid  checks  to  the  appropriate 
receipt  account  on  the  books  of  the  Treasury 
any  amounts  not  required  for  the  payment  of 
such  checks  and  with  the  concurrence  of  the 
Comptroller\General  to  make  such  rules  and 
regulations  a's  he  may  deem  necessary  or 
proper  for  theVdministration  of  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  act\  Provided,  That  in  the  case 
of  checks  issued  \by  the  disbursing  officers 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  and  the  disburs¬ 
ing  officer  of  the  Cor^s  of  Engineers  in  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  disbursement  of  District  funds, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized 
to  transfer,  at  appropriate  intervals,  from 
the  accounts  available  fok  the  payment  of 
such  unpaid  checks,  to  the  general  revenues 
of  the  District  of  Columbia,  aHy  amounts  not 
required  for  the  payment  of \uch  checks: 
Provided  further.  That  as  to  Such  checks 
issued  on  or  before  June  30,  195Jk  transfers 
to  the  general  revenues  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  shall  be  limited  to  the  aniqunt  of 
undelivered  checks.” 

Sec.  3..  (a)  Section  2  of  the  act  of  Jufke  22, 
1926  (44  Stat.  761;  31  U.  S.  C.  122),  is  hef^by 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  2.  Hereafter  all  claims  on  account  Si 
any  check,  checks,  warrant,  or  warrants  ap-v 
pearing  from  the  records  of  the  General  Ac¬ 
counting  Office  or  the  Treasury  Department 
to  have  been  paid,  shall  be  barred  if  not 
presented  to  the  General  Accounting  Office 
or  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  within 
6  years  after  the  date  of  issuance  of  the 
check,  checks,  warrant,  or  warrants  Involved. 
However,  any  claims  for  the  proceeds  of 
checks  payable  in  Philippine  pesos  hereto¬ 
fore  issued  in  payment  of  claims  certified  by 
the  Philippine  War  Damage  Commission, 
shall  not  be  barred  if  received  by  the  repre¬ 
sentative  of  the  Chief  Disbursing  Officer, 
United  States  Treasury  Department,  at 
Manila,  Republic  of  the  Philippines,  withinj 
6  years  after  the  date  of  issuance  of  sucl 
checks.” 

(b)  Section  1  of  the  act  of  March  6,  1! 

(60  Stat.  31;  31  U.  S.  C.  129),  is  hereby 
amended  by  inserting  immediately  after/the 
words  “General  Accounting  Office”  the  yvords 
"or  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  State* 

Sec.  4.  Subsection  (a)  of  section  ,8646  of 
the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States, 
as  amended  (31  U.  S.  C.  528  (a )),As  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(a)  Except  as  provided  in  tliis  section, 
whenever  it  is  clearly  proved  to  the  satis¬ 
faction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  that 
any  original  check  of  the  United  States  is 
lost,  stolen,  or  wholly  or  partly  destroyed,  or 
is  so  mutilated  or  defaced  as  to  impair  its 
value  to  its  owner  or  holder,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  to  issue  to  the 
owner  or  holder  thereof  against  funds  avail¬ 
able  for  the  payment  op  the  original  check 
uch  information  as 
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identify  the  original 


a  substitute  showing 
may  be  necessary  to 
check,  upon  receipt/and  approval  by“  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  of  an  undertaking 
to  indemnify  the  .United  States,  in  such 
form  and  amount  and  with  such  surety, 
sureties  or  security,  if  any,  as  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury /may  require;  but  no  such 
substitute  shaiy  be  payable  if  the  original 
check  shall  flr/t  have  been  paid:  Provided, 
That  nothing/contained  in  this  section  shall 
be  deemed  t a  relieve  any  certifying  officer  or 
his  sureties  or  any  disbursing  officer  or  his 
sureties  of/any  liability  to  the  United. States 
on  accouot  of  any  payment  resulting  from 
the  erroneous  issuance  of  the  original 
check.” 

Sec.A  (a)  Subsection  (c)  of  section  3646 
of  the' Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States, 
as  amended  (31  U.  S.  C.  528  (c) ) ,  is  further 
amended  by  deleting  the  phrase  "prior  to  the 
iration  of  10  years  from  the  date  on  which 
original  check  was  issued”  and  inserting 
i  lieu  thereof  “prior  to  the  close  of  the  fiscal 
jrear  next  following  the  fiscal  year  in  which 
'the  check  was  issued.” 


(b)  Subsection  (e)  of  section  3646  of  the 
Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States;  as 
amended  (31  U.  S.  C.  528  (e)),  is  further 
amended  by  deleting  the  phrase  "prior  to 
the  expiration  of  10  years  from  the  <jia,te  on 
which  the  original  check  was  issuei 

(c)  Subsection  (f)  of  section  3o/6  of  the 
Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  /States,  as 
amended  (61  Stat.  310;  31  U.  S.  d.  528  (f)), 
is  further  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(f)  Substitutes  issued  under  this  section 
drawn  on  the  Treasurer  of  the/United  States 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  original  checks  and 
payable  under  the  same  conditions  as  origi¬ 
nal  checks.” 

Sec.  6.  Section  2  of 
1947  (61  Stat.  309;  31 
section  5  of  the  act 
amended  (61  Stat.  309 
hereby  repealed. 

Mr.  McCLELLA/T.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
amendment  of  t/e  House. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  Agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  McClellan.  Mr.  President,  I 
sk  that  tjrie  Chair  lay  before  the  Senate 
the  amendment  of  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  to  S.  1791. 


act  of  July  11, 
S.  C.  133),  and 
/f  July  1,  1916,  as 
/31  U.  S.  C.  154),  are 


AMI 


ENT  OF  REORGANIZATION 
ACTSOF  1949,  AS  AMENDED 

'he  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
f/re  the  Semite  the  amendment  of  the 
ouse  of  Representatives  to  the  bill 
(S.  1791)  to  further  amend  the  Reor¬ 
ganization  Act  of\1949,  as  amended,  so 
that  such  act  will\ipply  to  reorganiza¬ 
tion  plans  transmitted  to  the  Congress 
at  any  time  before  June  1,  1959,  which 
was,  to  strike  out  all  after  the  enacting 
clause  and  insert: 

That  subsection  (b)  of  section  5  of  the 
Reorganization  Act  of  1949  (<63  Stat.  205; 
5  U.  S.  C.  133  z— 3),  as  last  amended  by  the 
act  of  March  25,  1955  (69  Stat.  14V  is  hereby 
further  amended  by  striking  outfV’June  1, 
1957”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “June 
1,  1959.” 

Sec.  2.  Subsection  (a)  of  section  6  ol  the 
Reorganization  Act  of  1949  (  63  Stat.  20\  5 
U.  S.  C.  133  z-4)  is  amended  by  striking  o^U; 
“,  by  the  affirmative  vote  of  a  majority  o! 
the  authorized  membership  of  that  House.’ 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  disagree  with  the 
House  amendment,  request  a  conference 
with  the  House  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and  that  the 
Chair  appoint  the  conferees  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Presiding  Officer  appointed  Mr.  Hum¬ 
phrey,  Mr.  Symington,  Mr.  Thurmond, 
Mr.  Yarborough,  Mrs.  Smith  of  Maine, 
Mr.  Martin  of  Iowa,  and  Mr.  Capehart 
conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS, 
1958 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9131)  making  supple¬ 
mental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 


ending  June  30,  1958,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  the 
committee  considered  budget  estimates 
totaling  $1,973,767,827,  which  includes 
$113,018,860  that  was  not  considered  by 
the  House  of  Representatives. 

The  bill  as  reported  by  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  recommends  appro¬ 
priations  totaling  $1,820,351,547  which 
is  an  increase  of  $238,760,960  over  the 
House  bill,  and  a  decrease  of  $153,416,- 
280  under  the  budget  estimates. 

Two  items  account  for  more  than 
$200  million  of  the  increase  over  the 
House  bill.  They  are,  first,  Small  Busi¬ 
ness  Administration,  $100  million.  This 
estimate  was  not  considered  by  the 
House:  and  second,  military  construc¬ 
tion,  $104  million. 

The  action  of  the  committee  with  re¬ 
spect  to  each  appropriation  is  set  forth 
in  the  report  accompanying  the  bill. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  committee  amendments  be 
agreed  to  en  bloc;  that  the  bill,  as  thus 
amended,  be  regarded  for  purposes  of 
amendment  as  the  original  text;  and 
that  no  point  of  order  shall  be  consid¬ 
ered  to  have  been  waived  by  agreement 
to  this  request. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President - . 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Would  the  Sena¬ 
tor  agree  to  a  separate  vote  on  the  mat¬ 
ter  involving  $12,500,000? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  may  be  done 
under  the  request  I  am  making.  I  have 
no  objection  to  that. 

.  Mr.  MONRONEY.  Could  we  have  a 
i  separate  vote  on  the  Burke  Airport 
item? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  There  can  be  no 
question  about  that.  There  would  be  no 
objection  to  that  procedure. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  unanimous-consent  re¬ 
quest  of  the  Senator  from  Arizona?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  amendments  agreed  to  en  bloc 
are  as  follows : 

At  the  top  of  page  2,  to  insert: 

“Chapter  I 

“department  of  AGRicurruRE 
" Agricultural  Research  Service 
“Salaries  and  Expenses 
“Plant  and  animal  disease  and  pest  control 
“For  an  additional  amount  for  'Salaries 
and  Expenses’,  for  ‘plant  and  animal  disease 
and  pest  control’,  $5  million.” 

On  page  2,  after  line  7,  to  insert: 

“ Agricultural  conservation  ‘program  service 
“Emergency  Conservation  Measures 
“For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Emergency 
conservation  measures’,  to  be  used  for  the 
same  purposes  and  subject  to  the  same  con¬ 
ditions  as  the  funds  appropriated  under  this 
head  in  the  Third  Supplemental  Appropria¬ 
tion  Act,  1957,  $25  million.” 

,  On  page  2,  line  15,  to  change  the  chapter 
number  from  "I”  to  “II.” 

On  page  3,  after  line  3,  to  insert: 

" Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey 
"Construction  of  a  Surveying  Ship 
“For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Construc¬ 
tion  of  a  surveying  ship’,  $3,456,000,  to  re¬ 
main  available  until  expended.” 
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On  page  3,  after  line  7,  to  insert: 

" Bureau  of  Public  Roads 
"Public  Lands  Highways 
"Liquidation  of  contract  authorization 
"For  payment  of  obligations  incurred  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  contract  authorization  granted 
by  section  6  of  the  Federal-aid  Highway  Act 
of  1954  (68  Stat.  73)  and  section  106  of  the 
Federal-Aid  Highway  Act  of  1956  (70  Stat. 
376) ,  to  remain  available  until  expended, 
$1,533,000,  which  sum  is  composed  of  $225,000, 
the  balance  of  the  amount  authorized  to  be 
appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  1957,  and 
$1,308,000,  a  part  of  the  amount  authorized 
to  be  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  1958.” 
On  page  3,  after  line  19,  to  insert: 

“Weather  Bureau 
"Salaries  and  Expenses 
"For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Salaries 
and  expenses’,  $372,100.” 

At  the  top  of  page  4,  to  insert: 

"the  panama  canal 
“Panama  Canal  Company 
"Panama  Canal  Bridge 
"For  expenses  necessary  for  work  prelimi¬ 
nary  to  the  construction  of  a  high-level 
bridge  across  the  Panama  Canal  at  Balboa, 
Canal  Zone,  as  authorized  by  the  act  of  July 
23,  1956  (70  Stat.  596),  $1,000,000,  to  remain 
available  until  expended.” 

On  page  4,  after  line  8,  to  insert: 

"INDEPENDENT  AGENCIES 

“Advisory  Committee  on  Weather  Control 
“To  complete  its  final  report  to  the  Presi¬ 
dent  and  the  Congress  as  provided  by  law, 
$175,000:  Provided,  however.  That  the  Com¬ 
mittee  shall  complete  its  report  and  termi¬ 
nate  its  activities  by  December  31,  1957,  and 
turn  its  records  over  to  the  National  Science 
Foundation,  together  with  any  unexpended 
balances.” 

On  page  4,  after  line  16,  to  insert: 

“Small  Business  Administration 
"Salaries  and  Expenses 
“For  necessary  expenses,  not  otherwise 
provided  for,  of  the  Small  Business  Admin¬ 
istration,  including  expenses  of  attendance 
at  meetings  concerned  with  the  purposes  of 
this  appropriation  and  hire  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles,  $2,570,000;  and  in  addition 
there  may  be  transferred  to  this  appropria¬ 
tion  not  to  exceed  $3,590,000  from  the  re¬ 
volving  fund,  Small  Business  Administration, 
and  not  to  exceed  $490,000  from  the  fund  for 
liquidation  of  Reconstruction  Finance  Cor¬ 
poration  disaster  loans,  Small  Business  Ad¬ 
ministration,  for  administrative  expenses  in 
connection  with  activities  financed  under 
said  funds:  Provided,  That  the  amount  au¬ 
thorized  for  transfer  from  the  revolving  fund. 
Small  Business  Administration,  may  be  in¬ 
creased,  with  the  approval  of  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget,  by  such  amount  as  may  be  re¬ 
quired  to  finance  administrative  expenses 
incurred  in  the  making  of  disaster  loans: 
Provided  further,  That  10  percent  of  the 
amount  authorized  to  be  transferred  from 
the  revolving  fund,  Small  Business  Admin¬ 
istration,  shall  be  placed  in  reserve  to  be 
apportioned  for  use  pursuant  to  section  3679 
of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  only  in 
such  amounts  and  at  such  times  as  may 
become  necessary  to  carry  out  the  business 
loan  program.” 

On  page  5,  after  line  18,  to  insert: 

"Revolving  Fund 

“For  additional  capital  for  the  revolving 
fund  authorized  by  the  Small  Business  Act 
of  1953,  as  amended,  to  be  available  without 
fiscal  year  limitations,  $100,000,000.” 

On  page  6,  line  1,  to  change  the  chapter 
number  from  “II”  to  “ni.” 

Under  the  heading  “Department  of  De¬ 
fense — Military  Functions — Department  of 
the  Army — Military  Construction,  Army” 
on  page  7,  line  11,  after  the  word  “expended”, 

Strlke  out  “$305,000,000”  -and  insert 
"$315,000,000.” 


Under  the  subhead  “Military  Construc¬ 
tion — Army  Reserve  Forces”,  on  page  7,  line 
23,  after  the  word  “vehicles”  to  strike  out 
"$46,000,000”  and  insert  “$55,000,000.” 

Under  the  subhead  "Department  of  the 
Navy — Military  Construction,  Navy”,  on  page 
8,  line  17,  to  strike  out  "$265,000,000”  and 
insert  “$300,000,000.” 

Under  the  subhead  “Department  of  the  Air 
Force — Military  Construction,  Air  Force”,  on 
page  9,  line  10,  after  the  word  “expended”, 
to  strike  out  “$900,000,000”  and  insert 
“$950,000,000.” 

Under  the  subhead  “General  Provisions”, 
on  page  9,  line  12,  to  change  the  section 
number  from  “201”  to  “301.” 

On  page  9,  line  17,  to  change  the  section 
number  from  “202”  to  “302.” 

On  page  9,  line  23,  to  change  the  section 
number  from  “203”  to  “303.” 

On  page  10,  line  8,  to  change  the  section 
number  from  “204”  to  “304.” 

On  page  10,  line  16,  to  change  the  section 
number  from  “205”  to  “305.” 

On  page  10,  line  22,  to  change  the  section 
number  from  “206”  to  “306.” 

On  page  11,  line  5,  to  change  the  section 
number  from  “207”  to  “307.” 

On  page  11,  line  13,  to  change  the  section 
number  from  “208”  to  “308.” 

On  page  11,  line  21,  to  change  the  section 
number  from  “209”  to  “309.” 

On  page  12,  line  3,  to  change  the  section 
number  from  “210”  to  “310.” 

On  page  12,  line  11,  to  change  the  section 
number  from  “211”  to  “311.” 

On  page  12,  after  line  13,  to  insert  a  new 
section,  as  follows: 

“Sec.  312.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  is 
hereby  authorized  to  transfer  to  the  ‘Air 
Force  industrial  fund’  not  to  exceed  $100 
million  from  appropriations  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  available  for  obligation 
during  the  fiscal  year  1958.” 

On  page  12,  after  line  18,  to  insert  a  new 
section,  as  follows: 

“Sec.  313.  Section  612  of  the  Department  of 
Defense  Appropriation  Act  of  1958,  Public 
Law  117,  approved  August  2,  1957,  is  amended 
by  deleting  the  figures  ‘$41,000,000’  in  the 
first  line  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
‘$45,000,000’.” 

On  page  12,  after  line  23,  to  insert  a  new 
section,  as  follows: 

“Sec.  314.  The  General  Counsel  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  shall  be  paid  at  the  rate 
prescribed  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  6  ap¬ 
proved  June  30,  1953  (67  Stat.  638)  .” 

On  page  13,  line  3,  to  change  the  chapter 
number  from  “IH”  to  “IV.” 

Under  the  heading  “Department  of  De¬ 
fense — Civil  Functions — ‘Department  of  the 
Army-Administration,  Ryukyu  Islands”,  on 
page  13,  line  25,  after  the  word  “appropria¬ 
tion”,  to  strike  out  “$2,410,000”  and  insert 
“$2,475, 000’,,  and  on  page  14,  line  1,  after 
the  word  “exceed”,  to  strike  out  “$1,340,000” 
and  insert  “$1,405,000.” 

On  page  15,  after  line  18,  to  insert: 
"Construction  of  Power  Systems,  Ryukyu 
Islands 

"For  necesssary  expenses  of  construction, 
installation,  and  equipment  of  electric  pow¬ 
er  systems  in  the  Ryukyu  Islands,  which 
shall  be  operated  by  the  Ryukyu  Electric 
Power  Corporation,  an  instrumentality  of 
the  United  States  Civil  Administration  of  the 
Ryukyu  Islands:  services  as  authorized  by 
section  15  of  the  act  of  August  2,  1946  (5 
,  U.  S.  C.  55a),  at  rates  not  in  excess  of  $50  a 
day  for  individuals;  hire  of  passenger  motor 
vehicles  and  hire  of  aircraft;  $1,513,000  to 
remain  available  until  expended,  without 
regard  to  sections  355  and  3734  of  the  Re¬ 
vised  Statutes,  as  amended,  and  title  10, 
United  States  Code,  section  4774.” 

On  page  17,  line  13,  to  change  the  chapter 
number  from  “IV”  to  “V.” 


Under  the  heading  “Independent  Offices— 
General  Services  Administration”,  on  page 
17,  after  line  21,  to  insert: 

"Hospital  Facilities  in  the  District  of 
Columbia 

"For  an  additional  amount  for  expenses 
necessary  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of 
the  act  of  August  7,  1946  (  60  Stat.  896), 
as  amended,  authorizing  the  establishment 
of  a  hospital  center  in  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  including  grants  to  private  agencies 
for  hospital  facilities  in  said  District, 
$290,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended: 
Provided,  That  the  limitation  under  this 
head  in  the  act  of  July  15,  1952  (66  Stat. 
644) ,  as  amended,  on  the  total  amount  to  be 
provided  for  completion  of  grant  projects,  is 
increased  from  $13,010,000  to  $1$, 300,000.” 

On  page  18,  line  20,  to  change  the  chapter 
number  from  “V”  to  “VI.” 

Under  the  heading  “Department  of  the  In¬ 
terior”,  on  page  18,  after  line  21,  to  insert: 

“Bureau  of  Land  Management 
"Construction 

"Not  to  exceed  $1,423  of  the  funds  avail¬ 
able  to  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
from  definite  annual  appropriations  shall  be 
available  for  reimbursing  the  city  of  Monti- 
cello,  Utah,  for  the  cost  of  improvements  to 
streets  and  appurtenant  facilities  adjoining 
property  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management.” 

Under  the  subhead  “Bureau  of  Indian  Af¬ 
fairs — Resources  Management”,  on  page  19, 
line  10,  after  the  word  “exceed”  to  strike  out 
“$118,000”  and  insert  $169,000”,  and  in  line 
12,  after  the  word  “basis",  to  insert  a  colon 
and  the  following  proviso: 

“Provided,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior  is  authorized  to  expend  income  re¬ 
ceived  from  leases  on  lands  on  the  Colorado 
River  Indian  Reservation  (southern  and 
northern  reserves)  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Colorado  River  Indian  Tribes  and  their 
members  during  the  current  fiscal  year,  or 
until  beneficial  ownership  of  the  lands  has 
been  determined  if  such  determination  is 
made  during  the  current  fiscal  year.” 

Under  the  subhead  "Commission  for  a 
National  Cultural  Center — Salaries  and  Ex¬ 
penses”,  on  page  20,  at  the  beginning  of  line 
6,  to  strike  out  “The”  and  insert  “Not  to 
exceed  12,000  of  the.” 

On  page  20,  after  line  14,  to  insert: 

"DEPARTMENT  OP  AGRICULTURE  w 

" Forest  Service 

"Forest  Land  Management:  During  the 
current  fiscal  year  not  to  exceed  $50,000  of 
the  funds  appropriated  under  this  heading 
shall  be  available  for  the  acquisition  of  sites 
authorized  by  the  act  of  March  3,  1925,  as 
amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  555),  without  regard 
to  any  other  limitation  on  the  amount  avail¬ 
able  for  this  purpose.” 

At  the  top  of  page  21,  to  insert: 

"Chapter  VII 

"department  op  health,  education,  and 

WELFARE 

“Public  Health  Service 
"Communicable  Diseases 

"Communicable  diseases:  For  an  addi¬ 
tional  amount  for  ‘Communicable  diseases’, 
for  emergency  measures  necessary  for  the 
further  prevention  and  control  of  a  threat¬ 
ened  or  actual  epidemic  of  influenza, 
$800,000:  Provided,  That  $2  million  may  be 
transferred  from  funds  appropriated  for  dis¬ 
aster  relief  pursuant  to  the  act  of  September 
.30,  1950,  chapter  1125,  section  8  (64  Stat. 
1109),  for  the  purposes  specified  in  this 
paragraph,  including  the  purchase,  without 
regard  to  section  3709  of  the  revised  stat¬ 
utes,  and  distribution  of  supplies  and  ma¬ 
terials  for  prevention  and  control  and  grants 
to  States  of  money  and  medical  supplies  and 
materials,  upon  a  finding  by  the  Secretary 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  upon  the 
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recommendation  of  the  Surgeon  General  and 
the  National  Advisory  Health  Council,  that 
a"  threatened  or  actual  epidemic  of  in¬ 
fluenza  constitutes  an  actual  or  potential 
health  emergency  of  national  significance.” 
On  page  21,  after  line  21,  to  insert: 

‘‘Hospitals  and  Medical  Care 
"The  limitation  under  this  head  contained 
In  the  Third  Supplemental  Appropriation 
Act,  1957,  for  payments  for  medical  care  of 
dependents  and  retired  personnel  under  the 
Dependents’  Medical  Care  Act  is  Increased  by 
such  sum  or  sums  as  may  be  necessary  for 
the  purpose.” 

On  page  22,  after  line  3,  to  insert: 
“Construction  of  Indian  Health  Facilities 
“For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Construc¬ 
tion  of  Indian  health  facilities',  $34,000,- 
for  the  construction  of  sewer  and  water  fa¬ 
cilities  for  the  Elko  Indian  colony,  Nevada.” 
On  page  22,  after  line  7,  to  insert: 

“General  Provisions 

“Section  210  of  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  Appropriation  Act, 
1953  (71  Stat.  224),  is  amended  by  striking 
out  the  period  at  the  end  of  such  section 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  a  colon  and  the 
following:  ‘ Provided ,  That  this  section  shall 
not  be  applicable  to  assistance  and  consul¬ 
tation  rendered  by  that  Department  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  planning  of  a  building  for 
the  use  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
at  Washington,  District  of  Columbia’.” 

On  page  22,  line  17,  to  change  the  chap¬ 
ter  number  “VI”  to  “VIII.” 

On  page  22,  after  line  18,  to  insert: 

“DEPARTMENT  OP  DEFENSE - CIVIL  FUNCTIONS 

‘'Department  of  the  Army 
“Rivers  and  Harbors  and  Flood  Control  * 
“Construction,  general 
“For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Construc¬ 
tion,  general’,  $475,000,  to  remain  available 
until  expended.” 

On  page  23,  line  8,  change  the  chapter 
number  from  “VII”  to  "IX.” 

Under  the  heading  "Department  of 
State — International  Organizations  and  Con¬ 
ferences — Eleventh  World  Health  Assembly 
of  the  World  Health  Organization”,  on  page 
23,  line  16,  after  the  numerals  "832”,  to  strike 
out  $290,000”  and  insert  “375,000.” 

On  page  23,  after  line  18,  to  insert: 
“Contributions  to  International  Organiza¬ 
tions 

“Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  2  of  Public  Law  689,  84th  Congress,  an 
additional  contribution  of  $5,696  to  the 
North  Atlantic  Treaty  Organization  Par¬ 
liamentary  Conference  is  authorized  out  of 
funds  previously  appropriated  for  ‘Contri¬ 
butions  to  international  organizations’.” 

Under  the  subhead  “Educational,  Scien¬ 
tific,  and  Cultural  Activities”,  on  page  24, 
line  9,  after  the  figures  “$3,525,000”,  to  in¬ 
sert  a  colon  and  "Provided,  That  this  amount 
shall  be  used  for  purchase  of  foreign  cur¬ 
rencies  from  the  special  account  for  the  in¬ 
formational  media  guaranty  program,  at 
rates  of  exchange  determined  by  the  Treas¬ 
ury  Department,  but  in  no  event  at  a  higher 
rate  per  unit  than  the  free  world  market 
value  of  the  currency  purchased,  and  the 
amounts  of  any  such  purchases  shall  be 
covered  into  miscellaneous  receipts  of  the 
Treasury.” 

Under  the  heading  "The  Judiciary — Courts 
of  Appeals,  District  Courts,  and  Other  Judi¬ 
cial  Services,”  on  page  24,  after  line  19,  to 
insert : 

“Salaries  of  referees 

“For  an  additional  amount  for  'Salaries  of 
referees,’  $10,000,  to  be  derived  from  the  ref¬ 
erees’  salary  fund  established  in  pursuance 
of  the  act  of  June  28,  1946,  as  amended  (11 
U.  S.  C.  68).” 

Under  the  subhead  “Expenses  of  Referees," 
on  page  25,  at  the  beginning  of  line  3,  to 
strike  out  “$75,000”  and  insert  “$150,000.” 


Under  the  heading  "Funds  Appropriated  to 
the  President — President’s  Special  Interna¬ 
tional  Program,”  on  page  25,  after  line  7, 
to  strike  out: 

“For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘President’s 
special  international  program,’  $2,200,000,  to 
remain  available  until  expended.” 

And  insert: 

“For  an  additional  amount  for  the  ’Presi¬ 
dent’s  special  international  program,’  in¬ 
cluding  uniforms  or  allowances  therefor,  as 
authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  2131),  $5,089,- 
000,  to  remain  available  until  expended :  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  the  amount  made  available  under 
this  head  in  the  Departments  of  State  and 
Justice,  the  Judiciary,  and  Related  Agencies 
Appropriation  Act,  1958,  for  United  States 
participation  in  the  Universal  and  Interna¬ 
tional  Exhibition  of  Brussels,  1958,  is  in¬ 
creased  from  ‘$6,500,000’  to  ‘$9,389,000’.” 

On  page  25,  line  21,  to  change  the  chap¬ 
ter  number  from  “VIII”  to  “X.” 

On  page  26,  line  3,  to  change  the  chapter 
number  from  “IX”  to  "XI.” 

On  page  26,  after  line  19,  to  insert: 

“department  op  public  health 
“Department  of  Public  Health,  amounts 
equal  to  the  cost  of  medical  services  ren¬ 
dered  recipients  of  public  assistance,  with¬ 
out  charge,  may  from  time  to  time  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Department  of  Public  Welfare 
for  deposit  into  a  fund,  hereby  established, 
for  the  purpose  of  matching  Federal  grants 
under  the  Social  Security  Act  for  payment 
for  medical  services  as  provided  under  that 
act,  payment  of  related  administrative  ex¬ 
pense,  and  return  of  any  surplus  to  the  gen¬ 
eral  fund  of  the  District  of  Columbia.” 

Under  the  subhead  “Judgments,”  on  page 
28,  line  9,  after  the  word  “in”  to  insert  “Sen¬ 
ate  Document  No.  57  and,”  and,  in  line  11, 
after  the  word  “Congress”  to  strike  out  “$15,- 
038”  and  insert  “$44,128.” 

On  page  29,  line  10,  to  change  the  chap¬ 
ter  number  from  "X”  to  “XII.” 

On  page  29,  after  line  18,  to  insert: 

“ Architect  of  the  Capitol 
“Capitol  Buildings  and  Grounds 
“Furniture  and  furnishings,  additional 
Senate  Office  Building:  To  enable  the  Archi¬ 
tect  of  the  Capitol,  under  the  direction  of 
the  Senate  Office  Building  Commission,  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  July  10,  • 
1957  (Public  Law  85-93,  85th  Cong.),  author¬ 
izing  furniture  and  furnishings  for  the  ad¬ 
ditional  office  building  for  the  United  States 
Senate,  authorized  to  be  constructed  and 
equipped  by  the  Second  Deficiency  Appro¬ 
priations  Act,  1948  (62  Stat.  1029),  $1  million, 
to  remain  available  until  expended.” 

On  page  30,  after  line  5,  to  insert: 
“Remodeling,  Senate  Office  Building:  To¬ 
ward  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  act 
of  July  10,  1957  (Public  Law  85-95,  85th 
Cong.),  authorizing  the  enlargement  and  re¬ 
modeling  of  Senators’  suites  and  structural, 
mechanical,  and  other  changes  and  improve¬ 
ments  in  the  existing  Senate  Office  Building 
to  provide  improved  accommodations  for  the 
United  States  Senate,  $250,000,  to  be  ex¬ 
pended  by  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  under 
the  direction  of  the  Senate  Office  Building 
Commission  and  to  remain  available  until 
expended:  Provided,  That  the  funds'herein 
appropriated  may  be  expended  only  for  such 
work  as  can  be ,  done  by  the  force  of  the 
Architect  of  the  Capitol  and  that  no  part 
of  such  funds  may  be  expended  for  planning 
by  architects  or  engineers  not  on  the  staff 
of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol.” 

On  page  30,  line  21,  to  change  the  chapter 
number  from  “XI”  to  "XIII.” 

Under  the  heading  “Claims  for  Damages, 
Audited  Claims,  and  Judgments”,  on  page  31, 
after  line  18,  to  insert: 

“For  payment  of  claims  for  damages  as 
settled  and  determined  by  departments  and 
agencies  in  accord  with  law,  audited  claims, 
certified  to  be  due  by  the  General  Accounting 
Office,  and  judgments  rendered  against  the 
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United  States  by  United  States  district 
courts  and  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims, 
as  set  forth  in  Senate  Document  No.  60,  85th 
Congress,  $753,860  together  with  such 
amounts  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  interest 
(as  and  when  specified  in  such  judgments 
or  in  certain  of  the  settlements  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Accounting  Office  or  provided  by  law) 
and  such  additional  sums  due  to  increases 
in  rates  of  exchange  as  may  be  necessary  to 
pay  claims  in  foreign  currency:  Provided, 
That  no  Judgment  herein  appropriated  for 
shall  be  paid  until  it  shall  have  become 
final  and  conclusive  against  the  United 
States  by  failure  of  the  parties  to  appeal 
or  otherwise:  Provided  further,  That,  unless 
otherwise  specifically  required  by  law  or  by 
the  judgment,  payment  of  interest  wherever 
appropriated  for  herein  shall  not  continue 
for  more  than  30  days  after  the  date  of 
approval  of  this  act.” 

On  page  32,  line  13,  to  change  the  chap¬ 
ter  number  from  “XII”  to  “XIV.” 

Under  the  heading  “General  Provision,” 
on  page  32,  at  the  beginning  of  line  15,  to 
change  the  section  number  from  "1201”  to 
“1401.” 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions,  I  send  an  amendment  to  the  desk 
and  ask  that  it  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  It  is  proposed,  on 
page  33,  after  line  9,  to  insert: 

Sec.  1402.  The  appropriations,  authoriza¬ 
tions,  and  authority  with  respect  thereto  in 
this  act  shall  be  available  from  July  1, 
1957,  for  the  purposes  provided  in  such  ap¬ 
propriations,  authorizations,  and  authority. 
All  obligations  incurred  during  the  period 
between  June  30,  1957,  and  the  date  of  en¬ 
actment  of  this  act  in  anticipation  of  such 
appropriations,  authorizations,  and  author¬ 
ity  are  hereby  ratified  and  confirmed  if  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  hereof,  and  the 
terms  of  Public  Law  85-78,  85th  Congress, 
as  amended. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  several 
of  the  appropriation  bills  were  not 
passed  until  after  July  1,  the  beginning 
of  the  current  fiscal  year.  In  order  that 
the  various  agencies  of  the  Government 
for  which  appropriations  had  not  been 
approved  could  operate,  the  usual  con¬ 
tinuing  resolution  was  passed. 

The  purpose  of  the  amendment  is  to 
ratify  and  confirm  all  obligations  in¬ 
curred  pursuant  to  that  resolution.  It 
is  the  usual  provision  which  always  fol¬ 
lows  a  continuing  resolution. 

I  ask  that  the  amendment  be  agreed 
to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ari¬ 
zona  [Mr.  Hayden]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


X  THE  RIGHT  TO  KNOW 

MrXHUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  a 
group  orsyoung  Americans  are  en  route 
behind  thU  Bamboo  Curtain  in  Red 

I  China. 

Regardless  mswhether  we  approve  or 
disapprove  of  theSmtion  taken  by  these 
young  students  in  wanting  to  find  out 
what  it  is  like  in  Chirk  today,  the  fact 
remains  that  they  are  going.  What  we 
should  now  be  concerned  abbut  is  wheth¬ 
er  or  not  the  American  peoptesare  to  be 
given  an  unbiased  account  of  wfint  they 
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do,  they  say.  and  how  they  are 

treatec 

Must'Ve  rely  only  upon  Communist 
news  agencies  for  the  story  of  these 
American  students  in  Red  China? 

I  think  the.  American  people  have  a 
right  to  have  rheir  own  press,  radio,  and 
television  correlapondents  on  the  scene 
to  record  this  sthry  objectively — to  tell 
us  what  happens,  ahd  what  the  reactions 
of  our  young  Americans  are. 

In  Moscow  recently,  a  few  young 
Americans  were  able  to  embarrass  the 
entire  Soviet  Union  by\doing  a  more 
effective  job  of  publicly  criticising  Krem¬ 
lin  policy  than  anyone  eXe  has  been 
able  to  get  away  with.  Yet  ir\it  had  not 
been  for  the  American  press  representa¬ 
tives,  we  probably  would  not  havfejuiown 
about  it. 

We  have  no  correspondents  in  China — 
because  of  our  own  policies,  not  because 
of  Red  China’s.  The  American  press 
would  welcome  a  chance  to  go  and  covet 
this  story  of  American  students.  It  may 
be  vitally  important  to  have  such  un¬ 
official  observers  available  to  give  us  an 
objective  report,  in  view  of  the  fact  we 
have  no  diplomatic  representatives 
there. 

Mr.  President,  the  State  Department 
has  shown  some  wavering  from  its 
earlier  ban  on  American  correspondents 
in  Red  China.  I  respectfully  suggest  it 
would  be  advisable  to  immediately  grant 
at  least  temporary  emergency  authori¬ 
zation  for  our  own  correspondents  to  fly 
to  Red  China  at  once,  to  keep  us  in¬ 
formed  over  what  is  happening  to  our 
American  youth  being  escorted  through 
Red  China. 

This  statement  is  not  to  be  interpreted 
as  condoning  the  action  of  these  young 
students  in  defiance  of  State  Department 
policy.  It  is  merely  recognizing  that  the 
interests  of  the  United  States  can  best 
be  served  now  by  seeing  that  we  get  full 
reports  from  competent  American  jour¬ 
nalists,  rather  than  the  distorted  propa¬ 
ganda  reports  which  will  *  undoubtedly 
emanate  from  the  Communist  press 
services  in  China. 

Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Minnesota. 

MONETARY  AND  FISCAL  POLICII 
HIGH  BORROWING  COSTS 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  Presjfient,  I 
also  desire  to  invite  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  to  a  letter  I  have  received  from 
a  very  responsible  organization  in  my 
State,  the  Minnesota  School  Board  As¬ 
sociation,  along  with  a  i^ress  story.  The 
letter  indicates  that  there  is  no  subject 
of  more  vital  concern  to  the  economic 
welfare  of  the  American  people  than  the 
monetary  and  fiscal”  policy  of  the  Federal 
Government.  Ever  since  March  1953, 
we  have  been  witnessing  ever-rising  in¬ 
terest  rates  and  a  tightening  of  credit, 
both  of  which  have  exacted  a  heavy  price 
from  bonywers  and  placed  an  ever-in¬ 
creasing hurden  upon  the  taxpayers. 

The  ^administration’s  high  interest 
ra^e  tight  credit  policy  is  a  mat¬ 
ter fu  such  public  importance  that  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  is  being 
repeatedly  called  upon  to  exercise  its 
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power  over  the  value  of  money  by  call¬ 
ing  a  halt  to  the  policies  being  pursued 
by  the  Eisenhower  administration.  The 
appeals  for  help  are  no  longer  coming 
only  from  farmers  and  small-business 
men,  who  were  the  first  to  feel  the  pinch 
of  high  interest  and  tight  money  policies. 
The  appeals  are  now  coming  from  local 
governmental  institutions,  particularly 
school  boards  who  see  much-needed 
public  facilities  jeopardized  by  the  fiscal 
and  monetary  policies  of  this  admin¬ 
istration. 

The  Congress  can  no  longer  ignore 
these  pleas  and  appeals.  The  borrowing 
policy,  the  tax  policy,  the  interest  rate 
policies,  and  the  credit  policies  of  the 
Federal  Government  require  congres¬ 
sional  supervision.  Money  and  credit 
are  not  the  special  privileges  of  the 
Treasury  Department,  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  Board,  and  the  private  banking 
institutions.  Each  of  these  institutions 
has  its  role  to  play,  but  under  the  Con¬ 
stitution  they  should  not  have  and  do 
mt  have  exclusive  jurisdiction  over 
monetary  and  fiscal  policy. 

lvite  to  the  attention  of  the  Senatj 
an  article  which  appeared  in  the  Mi: 
apolisNstar  some  week  ago.  This  article 
states  that  the  Minnesota  School  Board 
Association  adopted  a  resolution /urging 
President  Eisenhower  to  investigate  the 
high  interest,  rates  on  school/fconst ruc¬ 
tion  bonds.  \The  Minnesota  School 
Board  Association  also  as! 
dent  to  take  necessary 
money  available  to  sc 
lower  interest  ratei 

I  take  this  meapApf  informing  the 
Minnesota  School/  Board  Association 
that  it  is  the  fiscar  and  monetary  policies 
of  the  Eisenhower  administration  that 
are  responsibleuor  the  high  interest  rate 
on  school  construction  bonds\  Further¬ 
more,  the  President  has  not  given  leader¬ 
ship  to  make  money  available  to.  school 
districts/at  lower  interest  rates.  'Every 
act  and  attitude  of  the  EisenhoweXad- 
ministration  is  conducive  to  and  in  Net 
leads  to  higher  interest  rates  on  bo 
public  and  private  financing.  Not  onl. 
Id  the  administration  fail  to  give 
leadership  in  support  of  the  Federal  aid 
to  school  contruction  program,  which 
is  direly  needed,  but  even  worse,  its 
policies  retard  and  impede  school  con¬ 
struction  due  to  the  heavy  financing 
costs  of  a  school  bond  issue. 

I  also  invite  to  the  Senate’s  attention  a 
letter  which  I  have  received  from  the 
Minnesota  School  Board  Association  un¬ 
der  the  date  of  August  8.  This  letter 
carries  with  it  a  resolution  unanimously 
adopted  by  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the 
Minnesota  School  Board  Association. 
The  resolution  calls  for  the  passage  of 
Federal  aid  for  school  construction.  It 
asks  the  Congress  to  enact  legislation 
that  will  alleviate  the  high  interest  rates 
on  school  bond  issues. 

This  resolution  and  letter  are  but  fur¬ 
ther  evidence  of  the  growing  anxiety  and 
concern  on  the  part  of  responsible  lo¬ 
cal — and,  may  I  add,  conservative — 
public  officials  over  the  policies  being 
pursued  by  the  present  administration. 

I  can  assure,  and  have  reassured,  my 
constituents  that  I  wholeheartedely  sup¬ 
port  Federal  aid  for  school  construc¬ 


tion — that  I  vigorously  oppose  the  pres 
ent  high  interest  rate  and  tight  crant 
policy  of  this  administration — and  tfnat 
I  shall  do  all  I  possibly  can  to  Jnake 
available  to  school  districts  financing  at 
a  rate  of  interest  that  is  reasonable  and 
fair  and  that  takes  into  consideration 
the  fact  that  local  govermnent  bonds 
are  tax  exempt  and,  therefore,  are  a 
much  more  desirable  investment  to  bond 
holders.  Surely  tayexempt  bonds 
should  bear  a  much  lower  rate  of  interest 
than  other  securities/ 

Mr.  President,  I/fisk  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  letter  and  the  newspaper 
article  to  which/ 1  have  alluded  in  my 
comments  be  printed  at  this  point  in  my 
remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
and  article  were  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  I^cord,  as  follows: 

Minnesota  School  Board  Association, 

St.  Peter,  Minn.,  August  8,  1957. 
Honf  Hubert  Humphrey, 

United  States  Senator, 

Senate  Chamber,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator:  I  wish  to  call  to  your  at¬ 
tention  action  taken  by  the  board  of  direc¬ 
tors  of  the  Minnesota  School  Board  Asso¬ 
ciation  on  Monday,  August  5,  1957,  during 
their  regular  monthly  meeting.  This  action 
was  taken  by  a  unanimous  vote,  and  I  shall 
list  the  names  and  addresses  of  the  board 
members  at  the  conclusion  of  this  letter. 

“Whereas  the  recent  Federal  aid  to  school 
construction  bill  was  killed  by  the  United 
States  House  of  representatives:  and 

“Whereas  the  board  of  directors  of  the 
Minnesota  School  Board  Association  were  not 
concerned  with  enactment  of  this  legisla¬ 
tion;  and 

“Whereas  the  board  of  directors  did  not 
believe  that  this  bill  was  the  answer  to 
partial  financing  of  public  school  construc¬ 
tion;  and 

“Whereas  the  board  of  directors  want  to 
impress  upon  you,  in  spite  of  propaganda 
to  the  contrary,  that  there  is  a  real  need 
for  assistance  in  school  construction;  and 

“Whereas  the  board  of  directors  believe 
that  the  property  taxload  is  lending  itself 
to  the  taxing  many  small  communities  out 
of  existence;  and 

“Whereas  the  board  of  directors  know  from 
basis  of  fact  that  more  and  more  school 
buildings  will  have  to  be  built  within  the 
lext  10  to  15  years;  and 
"Whereas  the  board  of  directors  believe  that 
tnfc  single  major  factor  in  the  high  school 
cos\  of  school  building,  and  the  biggest 
factcrn.  in  the  rise  of  local  property  tax,  is 
the  hiWi  rate  of  interest  that  school  dis¬ 
tricts  arftvforced  to  pay  on  their  bond  issues; 
and 

“Wherea£\some  of  the  recent  school  bond 
sales  have  nearly  reached  5  percent  on  the 
sale  (Bloomington  4.897)  be  it 

“Resolved,  TlXt  the  board  of  directors  of 
the  Minnesota  School  Board  Association  re- 
sepctfully  request  ehe  Honorable  Dwight  D. 
Eisenhower,  the  Honorable  Edward  Thye, 
the  Honorable  HubertSHumphrey,  the  Hon¬ 
orable  August  Andresenv  the  Honorable  Jo¬ 
seph  O’Hara,  the  Honorable  Roy  Weir,  the 
Honorable  Eugene  McCarthy,  the  Honorable 
Walter  Judd,  the  Honorabl^yFred  Marshall, 
the  Honorable  H.  Carl  Andersen,  the  Hon¬ 
orable  John  Blatnik,  and  tire  Honorable 
Coya  Knutson,  to  investigate  the  situation 
as  it  exists  in  Minnesota  and  other  States, 
and  to  enact  legislation  that  will  alleviate 
the  high  interest  rates  on  schooX  bond 
issues.  The  board  of  directors  believXfhat 
one  of  the  main  reasons  for  the  high  raX  of 
taxation  is  the  inability  of  school  distrio 
to  borrow  money  at  a  low  rate  of  interes 
They  believe  that  an  emergency  exists  in  the1 
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on'ttie  topic  and  say  that  there  is  no  at¬ 
tempt  by  the  administration  to  get  Dave 
HamiXout  of  the  position  he  now  occu¬ 
pies.  Tbis  can  be  ascertained  by  talking 
to  the  Department  of  Agriculture  offi¬ 
cials  and  tomthers  in  the  administration. 

Mr.  LANDER  rose. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yirnd? 

Mr.  ALLOTT.V  had  promised  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Pyshould  like  to  say 
that  REA  organizations  all  over  the  State 
of  North  Dakota  have  Vritten  to  me  and 
asked  me  to  intercede  wrth  the  President 
to  have  Dave  Hamil  kept  on  his  job. 
He  is  very  popular  with  KEA’s  all  over 
my  State.  I  wrote  to  thK  President 
sometime  ago,  asking  that  MAjlamil  be 
retained.  I  have  heard  theseVrumors 
and  stories.  I  wish  to  say  to  my  dis¬ 
tinguished  friend  from  Colorado  tnat  in 
all  the  history  of  the  REA  I  do  not  kVw 
of  any  Administrator  who  has  had  better 
backing  from  the  REA’s  in  North  Dakota, 
than  has  David  Hamil,  and  we  have  had 
some  veiy  good  men. 

Mr.  ALLOTT.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota.  I  have  a  great  deal 
of  confidence  in  Mr.  Hamil  myself. 

I  yield  further  to  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota,  to  finish  our  colloquy. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  simply  want  to 
make  the  record  clear.  We  are  not  dis¬ 
cussing  Mr.  Hamil.  Mr.  Hamil’s  record 
will  stand  on  its  own.  What  we  are  dis¬ 
cussing  is  whether  under  the  reorgani¬ 
zation  plan,  under  the  authority  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  and  under 
the  authorization  for  the  REA,  any  loan 
should  be  referred  to  a  Department  of 
Agriculture  Assistant  Secretary  or  offi¬ 
cial  above  the  REA  Administrator.  I 
think  the  Senator  will  be  hard  put  to 
it  to  find  in  the  REA  Act  any  authority 
whatsoever  for  anyone  outside  of  the 
REA  reviewing  an  REA  loan. 

Why  do  they  do  it?  It  may  be  because 
they  are  friendly.  It  may  be  because 
they  are  “kissin’  cousins,”  or  something 
like  that.  I  do  not  know.  There  is  no 
reason  at  all  for  the  review  to  be  made. 

The  answer  which  has  been  given  is 
the  answer  not  only  in  the  newspaper 
story,  but  also  in  a  letter  which  I  have1' 
received.  If  is  that  the  whole  matter  eff 
reviewing  loans  comes  about  because'' of 
inflation  and  because  of  credit  policies, 
and  so  forth.  / 

The  Congress  of  the  United  States  de¬ 
termines  what  the  REA  loan  neflicy  shall 
be — not  Mr.  D'Ewart  or  Mr.yScott.  Mr. 
Scott’s  position  in  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  is  Director  or  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Credit  Service.  He  admitted  that 
the  procedure  of  reviewing  loans  over 
$500,000  had  been  ir y  effect  since  June. 

I  say  categorically  that  there  is  no 
authorization  for  that  procedure  in  law. 
I  say  at  best  this  is  nothing  more  nor 
less  than  an  jumommodation  in  the  De¬ 
partment.  Perhaps  there  is  nothing 
dangerous  about  it. 

Mr.  ALLOTT.  I  may  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  that  I  am  not  sure  the  statement 
can  beymade  categorically. 

Mr/HUMPHREY.  It  can. 

Mr.  ALLOTT.  I  repeat  that  there  has 
nefper  been  any  impairment  in  any  de¬ 
gree  of  Mr.  Hamil’s  right  and  authority 


to  make  these  decisions,  with  the  full 
power  which  is  given  to  him  in  law  as 
the  director  of  the  REA.  I  think  when 
the  Senator  goes  into  the  matter,  if  he 
investigates  it,  he  will  find  that  is  a  true 
statement. 

Mr.  CARROLL.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  at  this  point? 

Mr.  ALLOTT.  Let  me  finish  my  col¬ 
loquy  with  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  want  to  say  that 
there  will  be  much  less  danger  of  im¬ 
pairment  after  a  debate  such  as  this  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  ALLOTT.  That  statement,  per¬ 
haps,  is  true. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  We  may  have 
solved  the  problem  by  alerting  the  peo¬ 
ple. 

Mr.  ALLOTT.  I  know  this  is  not  any 
attack  in  any  sense  upon  Mr.  Hamil. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  No.  It  is  an  effort 
to  support  him. 

Mr.  ALLOTT.  I  know  we  all  have  the 
same  interest  in  achieving  a  strong  REA. 
I  can  assure  the  Senator  that  Mr. 
SHamil’s  power  and  duties  have  not  been 
unpaired  in  the  least.  j 

Isnow  yield  to  the  junior  Senator  from 
Collado.  / 

MrNCARROLL.  I  wonder  if  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Colorado  has  found  in  Ins  in¬ 
vestigation  what  is  the  basis  Jor  the 
stories  being  circulated?  The  essence  of 
the  stories  >ve  are  reading  As  that  in 
June  the  lending  authority/of  the  REA 
administrator,  ipavid  Hamil,  was  limited 
to  loans  of  les\  than  ,$500,000.  That 
would  mean  that^priotr  to  June  he  had 
full  lending  powerNand  now  his  power 
has  been  limited.  /Phis  is  the  question 
posed  by  these  articles\  I  believe  that  is 
the  important  mfestion  T^efore  us. 

We  have  listened  to  thX  distinguished 
Senator  fron/ North  Dakota,  who  has 
heard  rumors  to  this  effect.VThose  ru¬ 
mors  have/been  circulating  inNdie  news¬ 
papers  iu  my  home  State  of  Colorado. 

We  have  discussed  the  two  fine.  Colo- 
r add /newspaper  reports.  One  vNfiten 
by  ar  distinguished  Washington  reporter, 
who  has  no  personal  interest  in  the  mat¬ 
ter.  Certainly  this  reporter  is  not  trying^ 
'to  fan  the  flames  of  a  contest  between 
public  and  private  power  advocates  to 
interfere  with  the  present  administra¬ 
tion  of  the  act.  Then  we  also  have  for 
consideration  the  views  of  the  very  com¬ 
petent  editorial  staff  of  the  Denver  Post, 
which  staff  certainly  writes  its  articles 
only  after  a  careful  investigation  is 
conducted. 

Does  the  Senator  from  Colorado  have 
any  specific  evidence  as  to  what  has 
started  these  stories? 

Mr.  ALLOTT.  I  think  if  the  Senator 
would  call  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  or  would  talk  with  either  of  these 
two  officials  he  would  find  that  there 
is  no  basis  for  these  articles  and  that  his 
question  can  be  answered  categorically, 
“No;  Mr.  Hamil’s  powers  have  not  been 
limited.” 

Mr.  CARROLL.  I  am  happy  to  have 
that  information.  I  shall  not  dispute 
the  Senator’s  word.  However,  my  in¬ 
formation  is  to  the  contrary. 

Mr.  ALLOTT.  May  I  inquire  from 
where  the  Senator  got  his  information, 
aside  from  the  newspaper  articles? 


Mr.  CARROLL.  We  have  information 
from  officials  of  the  Department  of  Ag/ 
riculture,  who  indulged  in  a  lot  of  doubje- 
talk.  / 

Mr.  ALLOTT.  Let  \>s  get  the  names 
in  the  open  on  the  floor,  so  that/We  can 
stop  this  doubletalk  and  stop  Mie  dam¬ 
age  to  the  REA.  / 

Mr.  CARROLL.  There  i s/one  way  to 
do  it  and  that  is  for  the/Secretary  of 
Agriculture  to  appear,  td  respond,  and 
to  state  what  the  situation  is. 

Mr.  ALLOTT.  I  mg'y  say  that  I  have 
talked  with  numerous  people  about  this 
subject.  / 

Mr.  CARROLL'!  The  way  to  settle 
the  matter  is  b/  a  proper  investigation. 
It  should  nol/be  a  newspaper  investi¬ 
gation.  It  should  be  a  Senate  committee 
investigation  and  the  men  involved 
should  be^brought  before  the  committee 
so  that/they  can  answer  the  questions. 

Mr./ALLOTT.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  conclude  my  own  side  of  this  matter 
by /saying  that  I  am  sure  most  of  us  on 
We  floor  have  a  very  keen  and  sincere 
/desire  to  see  the  REA  continue  and  to 
see  it  develop  as  it  was  meant  to  develop 
and  has  a  right  to  develop. 

I  say  again  that  I  am  proud  of  the 
record  Mr.  Hamil  has  made.  More  than 
that,  I  wish  to  repeat  that — newspaper 
articles  to  the  contrary — his  authority 
has  not  been  impaired  as  to  the  making 
of  loans,  and  he  has  the  full  power  of  the 
directorship  of  the  REA. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Bartlett,  one  of  its 
reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
House  had  insisted  upon  its  amendment 
to  the  bill  (S.  1482)  to  amend  certain 
provisions  of  the  Columbia  Basin  Proj¬ 
ect  Act,  and  for  other  purposes,  dis¬ 
agreed  to  by  the  Senate;  agreed  to  the 
conference  asked  by  the  Senate  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
thereon,  and  that  Mr.  Engle,  Mr.  Aspin- 
all,  Mr.  Sisk,  Mr.  Miller  of  Nebraska, 
and  Mr.  Saylor  were  appointed  man¬ 
agers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the 
conference. 

\  The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  disagreed  to  the  amendment 
ofNhe  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8996)  to 
authorize  appropriations  for  the  Atomic 
Energk  Commission  in  accordance  with 
section  >261  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses;  agreed  to  the  conference  asked 
by  the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and  that  Mr. 
Durham,  Mr.  Ruce,  Mr.  Holifield,  Mr. 
Cole,  and  Mr.  Va^Zandt  were  appointed 
managers  on  the \art  of  the  House  at 
the  conference.  N. 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  agreed  iVthe  amendment 
of  the  Senate  to  the  following  bill  and 
joint  resolution  of  the  House: 

H.  R.  7383.  An  act  to  amenJW  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  and  for 
other  purposes;  and  \ 

H.  J.  Res.  323.  Joint  resolution  to'fiicilitate 
the  admission  into  the  United  Statesspf  cer¬ 
tain  aliens.  \ 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  amendments\>f 
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Senate  to  the  following  joint  resolu- 
tioH^  and  concurrent  resolution  of  the 
Hou: 

H.  J.  339.  Joint  resolution  to  waive 
certain  provisions  of  section  212  (a)  of  the 
ImmigrationNuid  Nationality  Act  in  behalf 
of  certain  alien^and 

H.  Con.  Res.  17lSconcurrent  resolution  fa¬ 
voring  the  grantingsof  the  status  of  per¬ 
manent  residence  of  certain  aliens. 

The  message  further  “announced  that 
the  House  had  passed  a  bmsHI.  R.  6080) 
to  provide  for  the  conveyancNpf  certain 
property  of  the  United  States 
port.  Miss.,  to  the  Gulfport  Municipal 
Separate  School  District,  in  which  i 
quested  the  concurrence  of  the  Sena 

SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS, 
1958 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9131)  making  supple¬ 
mental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1958,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  will- the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  What  is  the  pend¬ 
ing  order  of  business? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
pending  order  of  business  is  the  appro¬ 
priation  bill.  The  committee  amend¬ 
ments  have  been  agreed  to  en  bloc,  and 
one  amendment  offered  on  behalf  of  the 
committee  by  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
has  been  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
hope  we  can  discuss  the  pending  busi¬ 
ness. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  will  say 
to  the  Senator  from  Washington  that 
I  desire  to  discuss  the  bill  presently  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  I  commend  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Appropriations  for  plac¬ 
ing  funds  in  the  bill  to  permit  the  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  on  Weather  Control 
to  complete  its  report  to  the  President. 

IRVING  LANGMUIR 

In  that  connection,  I  wish  to  invite  the 
attention  of  Senators  to  the  comment 
made  by  the  press  services  in  their  report 
on  the  death  of  Irving  Langmuir  last 
Friday. 

I  hold  in  my  hand,  Mr.  President,  a 
clipping  from  the  Washington  Post  and 
Times  Herald  for  Saturday,  in  which,  in  a 
comment  upon  the  death  of  this  famed 
research  scientist,  the  writer  says: 

Mr.  Langmuir  and  another  GE  scientist, 
Vincent  Schaefer,  worked  at  the  close  of  the 
war  to  produce  the  first  manmade  rain  and 
snow. 

With  Schaefer,  Mr.  Langmuir  developed  a 
new  technique  for  producing  huge  quantities 
of  extremely  dense  screen  smoke  which 
proved  highly  effective  in  concealing  tactical 
movements  of  troops  in  combat  in  World 
War  II. 

After  the  war,  Mr.  Langmuir,  with  Schaefer 
and  Bernard  Vonnegut,  produced  the  first 
haanmade  snow  and  rain. 

The  importance  of  the  discovery  was 
recognized  by  the  armed  forces,  which  estab¬ 
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lished  Project  Cirrus  and  hired  Mr.  Langmuir 
as  a  consultant. 

FULL  TIME  TO  RAIN 

By  the  simple  process  of  seeding  clouds 
with  dry  ice  particles,  Langmuir  was  able  to 
make  it  rain,  provided  weather  conditions 
were  favorable. 

He  resigned  from  the  board  of  trustees  of 
New  York’s  State  University  to  devote  full 
time  to  Project  Cirrus.  At  the  time,  he  said 
the  project  had  grown  to  such  great  im¬ 
portance  that  “the  best  service  I  can  render 
to  the  national  welfare  is  to  increase,  rather 
than  decrease,  my  activities  in  this  field.” 

Mr.  President,  I  feel  that  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Appropriations,  in  recog¬ 
nizing  the  importance  of  this  work,  is 
carrying  on  in  keeping  with  what  Dr. 
.angmuir  himself  said : 

The  best  service  I  can  render  to  the  na¬ 
tional  welfare  is  to  increase,  rather  than  de¬ 
crease,  my  activities  in  this  field. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  also  like  to 
state  that  the  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Magnuson]  has  made  a  valuable 
contribution,  because  his  committee  re¬ 
cently  reported,  by  a  unanimous  vote, 
and  I  think  the  cosponsorship  of  all 
members,  S.  86,  a  bill  which  would  pro¬ 
vide  for  a  continuation  of  selected  ex¬ 
perimental  work  by  the  National  Science 
Foundation,  when  the  advisory  commit¬ 
tee  has  completed  its  report. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  entire  article  on  the  life  of  Dr. 
Langmuir  may  be  printed  in  the  Record 
at  the  conclusion  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Nobel  Winner  Langmuir  Dies 

Schenectady,  New  York,  August  16. — 
Irving  Langmuir,  famed  research  scientist 
and  1932  Noble  prizewinner,  died  of  a  heart 
attack  at  Falmouth,  Mass.,  the  General  Elec¬ 
tric  Co.,  announced  here  today. 

Mr.  Langmuir  was  76.  He  retired  from 
General  Electric  Co.  in  1950  after  an  associa¬ 
tion  that  spread  over  40  years.  During  his 
work  he  earned  more  than  100  patents  and 
was  noted  chiefly  for  his  postwar  research 
into  artificial  rainmaking. 

Mr.  Langmuir  and  another  GE  scientist, 
Vincent  Schaefer,  worked  at  the  close  of  the 
war  to  produce  the  first  manmade  rain  and 
snow. 

His  research  In  developing  the  gas -filled 
Incandescent  lamp  was  credited  with  cutting 
$1  billion  from  the  yearly  electric  light  bills 
of  Americans. 

PRODUCED  POWER  TUBE 

His  high-vacuum  power  tube,  which  per¬ 
mitted  use  of  high  voltage  in  radio  sending 
and  receiving,  gave  modern  broadcasting  its 
heart  and  -was  regarded  as  probably  the 
greatest  single  factor  in  bringing  radios  into 
most  American  homes. 

With  Schaefer,  Mr.  Langmuir  developed  a 
new  technique  for  producing  huge  quantities 
of  extremely  dense  screen  smoke  which 
proved  highly  effective  in  concealing  tactical 
movements  of  troops  in  combat  in  World 
War  II. 

After  the  war,  Mr.  Langmuir,  with  Schaefer 
and  Bernard  Vonnegut,  produced  the  first 
manmade  snow  and  rain. 

The  importance  of  the  discovery  was  recog¬ 
nized  by  the  Armed  Forces,  which  estab¬ 
lished  Project  Cirrus  and  hired  Mr.  Lang¬ 
muir  as  a  consultant. 

FULL  TIME  TO  RAIN 

By  the  simple  process  of  seeding  clouds 
with  dry  ice  particles,  Langmuir  was  able  to 
make  it  rain,  provided  weather  conditions 
were  favorable. 


He  resigned  from  the  board  of  trustees  of 
New  York’s  State  University  to  devote  lull 
time  to  Project  Cirrus.  At  the  tiine,  he 
said  the  project  had  grown  to  such  great 
importance  that  “the  best  service  I  can  ren¬ 
der  to  the  national  welfare  is  to  increase, 
rather  than  decrease,  my  activities  in  this 
field.” 

Mr.  Langmuir  was  born  in  Brooklyn,  N.  Y., 
January  31,  1881.  He  attended  Chestnut 
Hill  Academy,  Philadelphia;  Pratt  Institute, 
Brooklyn,  and  received  a  metallurgical  engi¬ 
neering  degree  from  Columbia  University  in 
1903.  / 

He  received  his  master’s  and  doctor’s  de¬ 
gree  from  the  University  of  Gottingen  in 
Germany  in  1906.  He  spent  3  years  as  a 
chemistry  instructor,  at  Stevens  Institute  of 
Technology  before  joining  the  General  Elec¬ 
tric  research  staff  in  1909. 

His  40  years  with  GE  brought  him  world¬ 
wide  fame  and  fortune'.  He  was  honored  by 
Great  Britain,  Italy,  Sweden,  and  France  and 
received  many  medals  and  awards  from 
American  organizations  for  his  genius  in 
research.  He  held  honorary  degrees  from  10 
American  and  Canadian  universities  and 
from  Oxford  and  Edinburgh  in  Great  Britain. 
•  King  Gustav  V  of  Sweden  presented  the 
1932  Nobel  prize  for  his  researches  in  the 
new-found  surface  chemistry.  He  was  the 
first  American  industrial  chemist  so  honored. 

Mr.  Langmuir  married  the  former  Marian 
Mersereau  of  South  Orange,  N.  J.,  in  1912. 
They  had  two  children,  Kenneth  and  Mrs. 
H.  R.  Summerhayes,  Jr. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
rise  regretfully 'in  opposition  to  the  Sen¬ 
ate  committee  amendment  to  strike  from 
the  bill  the  funds  voted  by  the  House  of 
Representatives,  amounting  to  $12.5  mil¬ 
lion,  for  the  beginning  of  construction  of 
a  second  airport  for  Washington,  D.  C. 
In  accordance  with  the  recommendation 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget,  and  the  House  of 
Representatives,  it  is  vital  that  construc¬ 
tion  work  start  at  the  earliest  possible 
time  on  a  second  Washington  airport. 

The  rapid  increase  in  “near  misses”  at 
the  National  Airport,  the  overcongestion 
and  the  jamming  of  the  airways  into  and 
out  of  Washington  National  Airport, 
have  created  a  critical  situation  which  is 
overtaxing  and  overloading  the  personnel 
and  electronics  gear  of  the  airways  into 
and  out  of  Washington  National  Airport. 

It  seems  to  me  we  have  paid  too  much 
attention  to  the  political  side  of  a  Wash¬ 
ington  second  airport,  and  too  little  to 
the  need  from  an  aeronautical  stand¬ 
point.  We  have  been  told  for  the  past 
7  years,  that  the  question  must  be  inves¬ 
tigated,  and  the  subject  studied  further. 

I  well  remember  when  the  Congress 
authorized  the  second  construction  of  a 
second  Washington  airport,  in  Septem¬ 
ber  1950.  In  1951,  we  appropriated  the 
first  money.  That  money,  about  $1  mil¬ 
lion,  was  spent  to  acquire  some  land  at 
the  Burke  Airport  site. 

When  the  bill  was  reported  from  the 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  Com¬ 
mittee,  of  which  the  able  senior  Senator 
from  Washington  [Mr.  Magnuson!  was 
chairman,  it  did  not  provide  for  a  polit¬ 
ical  selection  of  an  airport  site.  It  di¬ 
rected  the  Secretary  of  Commerce,  whose 
Department  supervises  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Administration,  to  investigate, 
study,  and  locate  the  best  possible  site 
from  an  engineering  and  aviation  stand¬ 
point,  to  give  Washington  a  much-needed 
second  air  terminal.  It  was  badly  needed 
in  1950.  Think  how  it  is  needed  today. 
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We  have  seen  the  growth  year  by  year, 
exceed  anything  we  dreamed  could  pos¬ 
sibly  have  occurred. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  If  the  need  is  so  urgent 
as  the  Senator  says  it  is,  does  he  not 
think  the  CAB  or  some  other  govern¬ 
mental  agency  having  authority,  should 
direct  flights  into  nearby  Friendship  Air¬ 
port,  as  of  this  time? 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  The  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  has  reputedly  urged  the  use 
of  Friendship  Airport,  as  the  distin¬ 
guished  senior  Senator  from  Maryland 
well  knows.  Immediately  after  the  post¬ 
ponement  of  action  last  summer  on  the 
Burke  Airport,  or  any  other  airport  for 
Washington,  I  went  to  the  CAB,  I  issued 
press  releases,  and  urged  in  every  way 
possible  that  the  CAB  authorize  addi¬ 
tional  schedules  to  Friendship  Airport, 
for  the  duration  of  the  time  of  construc¬ 
tion  of  a  second  Washington  airport.  I 
feel  that  by  the  time  an  airport  can  be 
built,  with  all  possible  speed,  if  additional 
schedules  are  placed  into  Friendship  Air¬ 
port  at  Baltimore,  by  1960  or  1961,  we 
shall  have  reached  complete  and  total 
saturation  of  the  airspace  above  Friend¬ 
ship,  and  of  the  runways  which  are  avail¬ 
able  there. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  The  Senator  from 
Maryland  would  like  very  much  to  agree 
with  the  statement  just  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma,  but  I  do  not 
think  the  facts  will  bear  him  out.  If  the 
Senator  will  look  at  the  air  traffic  curve, 
he  will  find  that  Friendship  is  not  any¬ 
where  near  the  point  of  saturation,  and 
we  are  now  within  2  Ms  years  of  1960. 
There  does  not  seem  to  be  any  desire  on 
the  part  of  the  airlines  now  using  the 
very  congested  airport  in  Washington  to 
make  use  of  the  fine  facility  which  lies 
nearby  in  Maryland  waiting  to  be  used. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  There  is  a  facility 
at  Friendship,  but  there  are  no  sched¬ 
ules.  The  people  of  Baltimore  would  be 
as  eager  to  fly,  I  am  sure,  as  the  people 
of  other  metropolition  areas,  if  sched¬ 
ules  were  available.  I  believe  that  a  vast 
amount  of  traffic  could  be  generated. 
People  are  eager  to  fly  when  air  sched¬ 
ules  are  available. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Let  me  point  out  to 
the  Senator  why  air  schedules  are  not 
available  now  at  Friendship  Airport.  If 
anyone  in  Baltimore  wishes  to  fly  and  he 
calls  the  airport,  he  cannot  even  find  out 
when  there  is  a  connecting  plane  be¬ 
tween  Baltimore  and  Washington.  The 
airlines  have  done  everything  they 
could  to  keep  the  traffic  at  Friendship 
International  Airport  at  a  minimum. 
They  have  not  cooperated  in  any  way. 
Even  though  the  Senator  from  Okla¬ 
homa  has  requested  the  CAB  to  bring 
pressure  on  the  airlines  to  use  Friend¬ 
ship  Airport,  and  although  I  have  done 
so — and  I  know  that  the  Senators  from 
Virginia  would  be  more  than  willing  that 
that  should  be  done — year  after  year  we 
find  the  airlines  doing  everything  they 
can  to  run  Friendship  International  Air¬ 
port  down,  and  not  put  a  single  flight 
into  it. 

When  the  main  airstrip  at  National 
Airport  in  Washington  was  out  of  com¬ 
mission  and  had  to  be  repaired,  the  CAB, 


of  necessity,  was  forced  to  put  the  flights 
into  Friendship  International  Airport. 
As  the  testimony  before  the  committee 
will  show,  during  that  period  of  time 
service  there  was  excellent.  The  ground 
time  from  Friendship  International  Air¬ 
port  to  the  Statler  Hotel  in  Washington 
was  an  average  of  from  40  to  45  minutes; 
and  the  best  time  from  Friendship  In¬ 
ternational  Airport  to  the  Statler  Hotel 
was  36  minutes.  That  is  all  official  in¬ 
formation  gathered  by  the  CAB  and 
given  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland. 

If  that  be  true,  how  can  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  possibly  ask  the  Con¬ 
gress  to  appropriate  $12,500,000,  which 
we  all  know  would  be  only  the  beginning 
of  an  expenditure  of  from  $75  million 
to  $100  million,  to  give  the  city  of  Wash¬ 
ington  what  it  already  has  in  Maryland? 
I  should  like  to  have  the  Senator  address 
himself  to  that  point.  How  can  he 
possibly  justify  the  erection  of  another 
airport,  at  Burke,  Va.,  or  at  any  other 
place  in  Virginia,  against  the  opposition 
of  the  two  fine  Senators  from  that  State, 
who  say  that  the  people  of  Virginia  do 
not  want  that  airport  there;  that  it 
would  blight  the  whole  county  in  which 
it  might  be  put?  The  blast  from  the 
jet  planes  would  become  more  noisome 
and  objectionable  all  the  time. 

When  there  is  a  facility  available  with¬ 
in  from  36  to  45  minutes  from  the  Statler 
Hotel  in  Washington,  what  justification 
is  there  for  putting  this  appropriation 
back  in  the  bill? 

SCHEDULE  INCREASE  TRAFFIC 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  am  glad  the  Sen¬ 
ator  asked  that  question. 

In  the  first  place,  I  remember  distinct¬ 
ly  that  no  one  consulted  the  city  of 
Washington  or  the  needs  of  the  city  of 
Washington  when  the  airport  at  Friend¬ 
ship  was  built.  We  were  not  asked 
whether  Washington  would  find  it  ac¬ 
ceptable  to  use  jointly  the  Baltimore 
airport.  Baltimore  put  up  the  money 
and  built  the  airport.  It  is  the  airport 
of  Baltimore. 

I  have  repeatedly  said  that  if  there  is 
sufficient  capacity  there — and  I  believe 
there  is — for  the  3  or  3‘/2  years  involved 
in  construction  of  a  second  airport  for 
Washington  the  schedules  should  be 
placed  into  the  Baltimore  airport.  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  if  such  schedules  were  placed 
into  Friendship  Airport,  the  people  of 
Baltimore,  who  would  use  the  schedules, 
would  use  the  full  capacity  before  the 
opening  of  the  second  Washington  air¬ 
port. 

CAPITAL  NOT  COUNTY  SEAT 

I  envision  an  airport  for  Washington, 
whether  it  be  the  first  or  the  second,  as 
an  airport  for  the  Nation’s  Capital,  the 
Capital  of  the  largest  and  most  impor¬ 
tant  Nation  in  the  world,  and  having  the 
greatest  volume  of  air  traffic.  We 
should  not  deal  with  the  question  of  the 
location  of  an  airport  for  the  Nation’s 
Capital  in  the  same  manner  that  we 
would  deal  with  the  question  of  a  post 
office  in  a  county  seat  town. 

I  feel  certain  that  all  of  us  would  sup¬ 
port  a  Senator  in  the  location  of  a  post 
office  in  any  Senator’s  State.  But  when 
we  are  considering  the  location  of  an 
airport,  I  am  certain  that  we  must  take 
into  consideration  our  national  obliga¬ 


tion,  our  obligation  to  the  four  and  one- 
half  million  people  who  are  arriving  and 
departing  each  year  by  air,  not  because 
they  are  coming  to  Virginia,  to  Burke, 
Chantilly,  or  some  other  place,  but  be¬ 
cause  they  are  coming  to  Washington, 
D.  C.,  the  Nation^  Capital,  on  business. 
Those  travelers  include  the  Senator’s 
constituents,  my  constituents,  and  the 
constituents  of  all  other  Senators  from 
the  remaining  States.  We  have  a 
national  obligation  to  provide  an  airport 
capable  of  handling  modern  jet  aircraft 
safely.  We  have  an  obligation  to  relieve 
what  we  now  know  to  be  a  hazardous 
condition  at  the  Washington  airport.  It 
is  the  most  crowded  airspace  at  any 
airport  in  the  United  States. 

Yet  the  Senator  from  Maryland,  in 
order  to  please  the  Baltimore  Chamber 
of  Commerce,  and  to  have  a  busy  air¬ 
port,  has  helped  to  block  a  second  air¬ 
port  for  Washington.  Last  year  he 
helped  to  lead  the  fight  to  block  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  second  airport  for  Wash¬ 
ington  at  Burke.  He  is  now  doing  the 
same  thing.  Next  year  it  will  be  the 
same  story  again  and  again  and  again, 
while  the  traffic  pattern  becomes  worse. 

FLYING  IS  ON  BORROWED  TIME 

It  is  time  to  stop  flying  on  borrowed 
time.  It  is  time  to  move  along  and  do 
the  thing  which  any  number  of  study 
commissions  have  recommended  since 
1950.  Six  or  seven  Administrators  of  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Administration,  each 
new  on  the  job,  have  studied  the  pro¬ 
gram.  They  all  arrived  at  the  same 
answer,  namely,  the  Burke  site. 

I  do  not  care  whether  the  second 
Washington  airport  is  built  at  Burke, 
Chantilly,  Annandale,  or  elsewhere.  I 
want  a  second  airport  for  the  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.  C.  area  before  there  is  a  catas¬ 
trophe  which  might  make  widows  ox  the 
wives  of  15  or  20  Senators. 

A  great  many  Senators,  Representa¬ 
tives,  constituents,  and  Government  of¬ 
ficials  are  flying  in  this  congested  air 
space  while  we  play  politics  for  the  city 
of  Baltimore.  Land  speculation,  in  or¬ 
der  to  hold  property  for  residential  de¬ 
velopment  instead  of  selling  it  at  farm¬ 
land  prices,  bars  the  selection  of  a  site 
anywhere  within  reasonable  distance  of 
the  main  part  of  Washington. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  will  yield  to  the 
distinguished  Senator.  I  hope  he  will 
not  take  up  all  of  my  time. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  shall  be  very  brief. 

I  resent  the  implication  of  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  that  we  are  playing 
politics.  I  am  not  playing  politics. 
When  the  International  Airport  at 
Friendship  was  established,  $4  million 
of  Federal  funds  went  into  that  airport. 
My  predecessor  in  office  succeeded  in 
having  the  airport  placed  there.  He 
made  statements  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  which  were  concurred  in  at  the  time 
the  money  was  appropriated,  to  the  effect 
that  it  would  be  used  as  a  Baltimore- 
Washington  airport.  It  was  established 
for  that  purpose.  The  Senator  would 
build  another  airport  when  there  is  a  fine 
facility  within  45  minutes  of  the  heart  of 
Washington,  a  facility  which  is  not  being 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


13810 

used.  We  cannot  do  that  with  the  peo¬ 
ple’s  money. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  The  passengers  do 
not  wish  to  use  it,  but  I  say  they  should 
be  forced  to  use  it  during  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  second  Washington  airport. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  How  does  the  Senator 
propose  to  go  about  forcing  them? 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  am  satisfied  that 
at  that  time,  the  statistics  regarding 
schedules  will  show  that  the  schedules 
•will  saturate  the  Friendship  Airport  to 
the  point  where  the  Senator  from  Mary¬ 
land  will  be  trying  to  get  rid  of  Washing¬ 
ton  traffic. 

We  do  not  desire  to  be  an  unwanted 
tenant  of  the  Baltimore  airport,  when 
the  more  frequent  air  schedules  available 
at  Friendship  Airport  saturate  the  fa¬ 
cilities  there. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  believe  that  unin¬ 
tentionally  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
is  blaming  the  Senators  from  Maryland 
a  little  too  much,  when  the  ones  who 
should  be  blamed  for  the  condition  of 
the  appropriation  bill  are  the  members 
of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 
The  report  would  not  deprive  Washing¬ 
ton  of  another  airport.  The  only  thing 
it  does  is  to  recommend  something.  It 
does  not  deprive  the  area  around  metro¬ 
politan  Washington  of  another  airport. 

I  will  tell  the  Senator  why  we  are 
against  Burke  as  the  site  for  the  second 
airport.  At  places  it  will  be  necessary 
to  fill  in  70  feet  of  earth,  and  at  other 
places  it  will  be  necessary  to  dig  out  70 
feet  of  earth.  Not  only  that,  but  I  see 
on  the  floor  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  Beall],  who  is  opposed  to  it.  The 
senior  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Byrd]  and  the  junior  Senator  from  Vir¬ 
ginia  [Mr.  Robertson]  who  were  elected 
to  represent  Virginia.  Representative 
Broyhill  was  elected  to  represent  his 
district  in  Virginia.  They  are  the  ones 
who  are  opposed  to  the  Burke  site.  We 
are  only  trying  to  carry  out  the  idea 
that  they  would  know  more  about  where 
the  site  of  the  second  airport  should  be 
than  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  and 
the  other  members  of  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee.  Is  that  not  the  situa¬ 
tion,  more  or  less? 

AIRPORT  NATIONAL  PROBLEM 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  regretfully  find 
myself  in  opposition  to  the  position 
taken  by  the  Senators  from  Maryland, 
both  of  whom  I  respect  as  being  two  of 
our  greatest  and  finest  Senators.  I  also 
regret  to  be  in  disagreement  with  the 
Senators  from  Virginia. 

I  maintain  that  the  location  of  the 
second  airport  for  Washington  is  not  a 
matter  for  local  determination  on  the 
basis  of  civic  or  State  or  county  pride, 
or  for  determination  by  any  city  or 
county  in  Maryland  or  Virginia.  It  is  a 
national  problem  because  of  the  neces¬ 
sity  for  giving  the  Nation’s  Capital,  with 
traffic  from  the  48  States  coming  into 
it,  the  best  possible  air  facilities. 

If  we  were  dealing  solely  with  a  local 
condition  in  Virginia,  there  would  be  no 
question  about  the  fact  that  the  location 
of  an  airport  site,  for  example,  would 
be  the  concern  exclusively  of  the  people 


living  in  those  areas.  If  the  citizens  of 
the  counties,  surrounding  Washington  in 
the  State  of  Virginia  or  the  citizens  of 
surrounding  comities  in  Maryland  are 
adamant  against  allowing  Washington 
to  have  a  second  airport,  then  we  be¬ 
come  the  prisoner  of  those  areas  adja¬ 
cent  to  Washington,  for  whom  we  have 
done  so  much  in  building  up  their  econ¬ 
omy  and  making  them  prosperous  sec¬ 
tions  of  their  States,  by  serving  as  the 
home  communities  for  many  public  em¬ 
ployees  of  the  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment. 

HOW  MANY  TIMES? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  wonder  whether 
the  Senator  would  tell  us  how  many 
occasions  he  knows  when  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  of 
the  Senate  has  studied  the  problem  and 
made  the  recommendation  that  the  sec¬ 
ond  airport  should  be  built  at  Burke. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  No  less  than  four 
times,  to  my  understanding.  The  first 
was  when  the  bill  was  passed  in  the  81st 
Congress,  in  September  1950.  Money 
was  appropriated  for  a  study.  It  was 
again  studied  3  years  ago  when  I  was 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  at  which 
time  the  committee  again  directed  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Authority,  through  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  to  come  back 
to  Congress  on  January  1  with  a  rec¬ 
ommendation  and  request  for  money  for 
the  construction  of  the  Burke  airport; 
or,  if  Burke  was  not  suitable,  to  recom¬ 
mend  a  site  which  was  suitable.  That 
was  the  unanimous  decision  of  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCE  TOUGHER  THAN 
RUSSIANS 

The  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority 
looked  into  three  different  sites,  as  the 
distinguished  Senator  will  remember. 
At  first  the  CAA  recommended  An¬ 
drews  Air  Force  Base,  then  Friendship, 
and  then  Burke,  in  that  order.  On  in¬ 
vestigation  and  restudy  by  our  commit¬ 
tee,  they  reversed  this.  It  was  realized 
that  there  was  more  chance  of  getting 
a  field  away  from  the  Russians  than 
there  was  a  chance  of  getting  the  Air 
Force  to  permit  Andrews  to  be  used  as  a 
civilian  airport.  The  CAA  then  did  not 
like  Friendship  Airport.  They  then  came 
back  again  to  the  Burke  site  as  the  best 
choice. 

Again  the  following  year,  cooperating 
with  the  President’s  request,  we  studied 
the  problem.  We  again  approved  what 
had  been  selected  by  all  the  aviation  au¬ 
thorities;  namely,  the  Burke  site. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  wonder  whether 
the  Senator  is  familiar  with  the  state¬ 
ment  on  page  664  of  the  hearings  on  the 
pending  appropriation  bill,  as  follows: 

We  consider  it  highly  significant  that  all 
organizations  heard  from  who  are  in  a  posi¬ 
tion  to  utilize  this  expert  knowledge  are 
united  in  their  choice  of  the  Burke  site. 
They  include: 

The  United  States  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce. 

The  Civil  Aeronautics  Administration. 

The  executive  branch  of  the  United  States 
Government. 

The  Air  Transport  Association. 

Civil  Air  Patrol  of  Virginia. 

Air  Line  Pilots  Association. 


August  19 

The  Washington  Board  of  Trade. 

Francis  Dodd  McHugh,  consultant,  In  1955 
Fairfax  County  master  plan. 

Does  the  Senator  have  any  knowledge 
of  any  organizations,  other  than  possibly 
local  organizations  in  Virginia,  that  are 
opposed  to  the  Burke  site,  and  aside  from 
the  very,  praiseworthy — we  shall  say — 
opposition  of  the  Senators  from  Mary¬ 
land?  Does  he  have  any  knowledge  of 
other  opposition  to  this  particular  loca¬ 
tion  at  Burke? 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  have  never  known 
of  any  aviation  organization  or  any  au¬ 
thority  on  aviation,  either  commercial  or 
private,  giving  endorsement  to  any  site 
other  than  Burke.  The  opposition  seems 
to  come  entirely  from  the  people  who 
own  property  in  the  area,  and  from  local 
residents  who  do  not  want  to  have  an  air¬ 
port  built  in  that  area. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
if  this  matter  were  referred  to  the  Air 
Modernization  Board,  the  Board  would 
be  considering  a  proposal  which  would 
be  contrary  to  the  real  purpose  for  which 
the  Air  Modernization  Board  was  estab¬ 
lished?  Therefore  the  Board  would  have 
to  spend  a  considerable  amount  of  time 
in  determining  the  location  of  the  second 
airport,  rather  than  spending  the  time 
for  which  it  was  created. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  quite  agree  with 
the  Senator.  The  Air  Modernization 
Board  was  established  because  of  plane 
crashes.  It  was  established  because  we 
could  not  wait  any  longer  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  situation  aloft — I  repeat, 
the  situation  aloft — was  reaching  a  point 
of  saturation  and  grave  danger.  It  was 
necessary  to  develop  new  communica¬ 
tions  systems  and  new  radar  procedures, 
and  new  radio  beams,  new  electronics, 
and  so  on. 

SHOULD  SCIENTISTS  BAKE  BREAD? 

This  highly  scientific  organization  has 
no  more  to  do  with  the  selection  of  an 
airport  than  a  scientist  has  to  do  with 
baking  a  loaf  of  bread.  The  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Administration  is  trusted  with 
the  spending  of  all  the  money  appropri¬ 
ated  by  Congress  for  the  planning  of  air¬ 
ports  in  all  the  48  States.  They  are  ap¬ 
parently  competent  to  do  that  in  all  the 
48  States;  but  now  it  is  said  they  must 
not  do  it  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Why? 

It  is  because  the  property  owners  in 
the  nearby  areas  feel  that  they  do  not 
want  the  airport  built  there.  The  matter 
has  been  investigated  a  great  many 
times,  and  each  time  the  Civil  Aeronau¬ 
tics  Authority  decided  that  Burke  is  the 
best  site.  • 

Now  it  is  said  that  someone  else  should 
make  the  inquiry  all  over  again.  It  is 
said  that  the  Air  Modernization  Board 
should  do  it.  That  Board  was  created 
for  a  completely  different  reason  than  to 
make  this  sort  of  study. 

Why  not  appropriate  now?  I  would 
look  with  more  enthusiasm  on  the 
suggestion  for  having  the  Air  Mod¬ 
ernization  Board  study  the  matter  if  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  had  ap¬ 
propriated  $12,500,000  and  said,  “We 
will  build  it  wherever  the  Air  Moderni¬ 
zation  Board  determines  it  should  be 
built.”  At  least  we  would  be  getting 
something  done.  As  it  is,  we  are  merely 


1957  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE  13811 


going  to  have  more  delay.  It  will  be  the 
same  delay  that  was  brought  about  a 
year  ago  in  this  Chamber.  It  is  like 
seeing  a  movie  over  again.  Every  time 
the  appropriation  comes  before  the 
Senate,  the  Senators  from  Maryland 
dust  off  their  speeches,  and  we  get  a 
dusting  off  of  all  the  same  testimony  of 
all  the  same  witnesses,  year  after  year. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Does  the  Senator 
know  of  an  agency  any  more  qualified 
to  consider  the  location  of  the  second 
airport  than  the  CAA? 

CAA  HAS  EXPERTS 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  It  is  the  one  agen¬ 
cy  of  the  Government  that  has  al  the  ex¬ 
perts  and  all  the  necessary  information 
on  devices,  landing  aids,  radio  range 
patterns,  length  of  runways,  air  condi¬ 
tions,  wind  patterns,  and  modern  layouts 
of  airports.  It  has  been  doing  that  work 
for  the  48  States.  It  has  been  author¬ 
ized  to  expend  not  only  $70  million  of 
Government  funds,  but  $70  million  of 
matching  funds  from  the  States,  includ¬ 
ing  the  State  represented  by  the  Senator 
from  Florida,  and  my  own  State.  Why 
is  that  Authority  incompetent  to  select 
a  second  Washington  airport  site?  It  is 
because  a  few  people  living  in  the  nearby 
area  object.  However,  even  at  Burke, 
the  people  who  want  the  airport  located 
there  are  in  the  majority,  according  to 
polls  taken  in  that  area. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  As  I  understand, 
the  Air  Modernization  Board  was  estab¬ 
lished  to  develop  and  select  such  systems 
and  devices  and  procedures  as  will  best 
serve  the  civil  and  military  needs  for 
safe  and  efficient  air  traffic  control.  It 
seems  to  me  that  is  a  different  matter 
than  the  selection  of  airoort  sites. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  It  is  as  different 
as  day  is  different  from  night.  That 
Board  is  concerned  principally  with 
communications  matters  and  with  radar, 
and  so  forth. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  If  the  Board  were 
to  undertake  the  selection  of  an  airport 
site,  we  would  be  extending  the  authority 
of  the  Board  in  asking  them  to  under¬ 
take  an  activity  in  which  it  was  not  em¬ 
powered  to  engage  by  the  legislation 
which  created  it. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Certainly.  I 
should  like  to  read  a  fine  editorial  pub¬ 
lished  in  Saturday’s  Washington  Eve¬ 
ning  Star,  entitled  “Still  Stacked  Up.” 
The  editorial  reads  as  follows: 

Still  Stacked  Up 

The  latest  congressional  action  on  the 
politics-ridden  airport  front  leaves  the 
Washington  airport  problem  still  up  in  the 
air  and  circling  around  with  no  place  to 
land — stacked  up,  as  the  pilots  say.  There 
has  been  some  fancy  and  fantastic  stalling 
on  the  airport  issue  from  some  years,  but 
nothing  more  frustrating  than  the  baffling 
move  just  made  by  the  Senate  Appropriations 
Committee.  The  committee  not  only  has 
recommended  another  study  of  airport 
sites — of  which  there  has  been  too  many  al¬ 
ready — but  has  proposed  that  it  be  made 
by  a  board  created  for  an  entirely  different 
purpose. 

Plainly  stated,  the  committee  found  the 
airport  problem  too  hot,  politically,  to 
handle.  Aligned  solidly  against  the  Presi¬ 
dent  and  his  aviation  advisers,  who  urged 
resumption  of  work  at  the  Burke  (Va.j 
site,  were  legislators  from  Virginia  and 
Maryland.  So  the  committee  killed  the  Burke 
appropriation  and  suggested  that  the  new 


Airways  Modernization  Board  study,  investi¬ 
gate  and  recommend  a  site,  either  entirely 
new,  or  the  remodeling  of  a  present  airport 
that  is,  in  its  opinion,  suitable  for  a  modern 
airport  adequate  to  serve  the  needs  of  metro¬ 
politan  Washington.’’ 

The  trouble  with  this  recommendation  is 
that  the  Board’s  purpose,  as  described  by 
Edward  P.  Curtis,  former  presidential  air 
adviser  and  author  of  the  proposal,  is  not 
to  encroach  on  functions  of  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Administration,  which  has  the  duty 
of  picking  an  airport  site  here,  but  to  de¬ 
velop  and  consolidate  overall,  nationwide 
systems  of  air  traffic  control.  That  is  a  big 
job  by  itself.  To  saddle  the  board,  in  addi¬ 
tion,  with  Washington’s  controversial  air¬ 
port  site  problem  would  be  unfair — and 
highly  irregular  besides.  The  stragety  of  the 
opponents  of  an  airport  at  Burke  is  to 
study  the  matter  to  death.  It  is  regrettable 
that  the  Senate  Appropriations  Committee, 
brushing  aside  considerations  of  public 
safety,  convenience  and  necessity,  has  al¬ 
lowed  itself  to  become  a  party  to  such  risky 
strategy. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  no  hope  that 
by  January  1,  1958,  we  shall  be  any 
farther  along  than  we  were  on  January 
1,  of  this  year,  when  we  yielded  to  the 
pleas  _  that  the  matter  needed  more 
study — at  that  time,  by  a  Subcommittee 
of  the  Senate  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tee.  I  do  not  know  what  additional  de¬ 
velopments  which  will  be  helpful  could 
occur  or  what  additional  information 
will  be  available  by  January  1,  1958. 

Mr.  BEALL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BEALL.  I  know  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  has  made  a  very  careful  study 
of  this  entire  situation.  I  think  he  will 
agree  with  me  that  the  most  important 
consideration  is  safety — particularly 
safety  in  connection  with  the  taking  off 
and  landing  of  airplanes.  I  wish  to  read 
an  item  and  recommendation  as  fol¬ 
lows — and  it  is  a  recommendation  by 
the  White  House : 

White  House  advisers  differ  with  CAA. 
The  Curtis  report  on  “Modernizing  the  Na¬ 
tional  System  of  Aviation  Facilities”  (the 
White  House,  May  1957) - 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Will  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  read  that  again?  I  as¬ 
sume  he  is  reading  the  item  verbatim, 
and  I  wish  him  to  read  all  of  it  verbatim 
to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BEALL.  Yes.  It  reads  as  follows: 

White  House  advisers  differ  with  CAA.* 
The  Curtis  report  on  “Modernizing  the  Na¬ 
tional  System  of  Aviation  Facilities"  (the 
White  House,  May  1957),  recommends  spac¬ 
ing  airports  from  16  to  40  miles  apart  de¬ 
pending  upon  the  centerline  of  the  airport’s 
instrument-approach  path.  The  Burke  site 
is  only  12.8  miles  from  National  Airport. 
The  Army’s  very  important  Davison  Field  at 
Fort  Belvoir  is  only  5.3  miles  from  the  Burke 
site.  The  danger  area  of  Quantico  Marine 
Base,  over  which  flying  is  prohibited,  is  less 
than  12  miles  south  of  the  Burke  site.  In 
addition,  the  privately  owned  airports  in 
Fairfax  County  (e.  g.,  the  Washington-Vir- 
ginia  Airport  at  Bailey’s  Crossroads)  are 
much  less  distant  from  Burke  than  the 
minimum  recommended  in  the  Curtis  report. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  The  reference  to 
the  danger  zone  of  the  Quantico  Marine 
Base  is,  I  believe,  a  reference  to  the  flight 
pattern  north  of  the  landing  field. 

Mr.  BEALL.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  agree  that  Friendship  Airport 
is  out  of  the  danger  zone,  and  is  in  a  dif¬ 
ferent  channel,  and  that  transatlantic 


planes  landing  there  would  be  an  en¬ 
tirely  different  channel? 

I  know  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  has 
accused  some  of  us  of  perhaps  being  a 
little  politically  minded.  We  do  not  ob¬ 
ject  to  that  statement,  because  if  we  were 
not  politically  minded,  we  would  not  be 
here. 

But  certainly  safety  is  the  most  im¬ 
portant  matter  for  consideration. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ap¬ 
preciate  the  concern  of  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  for  safety.  Certainly  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  Burke  site  would  have 
been  recommended  again  and  again  and 
again,  after  study  and  restudy,  if  it  were 
unsafe. 

FRIENDSHIP  NOT  PERFECT 

So  far  as  Friendship  Airport  is  con¬ 
cerned,  it  lacks  a  great  deal  from  being  a 
completely  safe  airport,  because  it  is  di¬ 
rectly  on  the  New  York-Philadelphia- 
Washington  run;  and  in  case  of  stacking, 
planes  landing  at  the  Friendship  Airport 
would  be  directly  in  that  flight  pattern. 

So  Friendship  Airport  is  not  the  perfect 
airport.  But  still  it  is  safer  to  use  it  as 
an  auxiliary  airport,  in  connection  with 
the  Washington  Airport,  rather  than  not 
to  have  an  auxiliary  airport  at  all.  There¬ 
fore,  I  think  that  during  the  3  or  4  years 
required  for  construction  of  the  second 
Washington  airport,  we  should  gratefully 
accept  the  invitation  to  use  the  Baltimore 
airport,  and  to  disembark  passengers  for 
Washington  there,  approximately  1 
hour’s  travel  time  from  Washington, 
rather  than  overcrowd  the  traffic  pat¬ 
tern  at  the  Washington  airport. 

But  certainly  the  recommendation  in 
the  Curtis  report  is  that  airports  be 
spaced  approximately  16  miles  apart.  I 
submit  that  the  statement  by  the  Curtis 
report  was  that  the  spacing  be  “on  the 
order  of  16  miles”,  which  is  the  general 
median;  and  it  is  14 y2  miles  from  the 
center  of  the  Washington  airport  to  the 
center  of  the  Burke  site.  That  is  about 
as  good  a  separation  as  can  be  found  in 
an  area  which  is  so  highly  congested  and 
has  few  airport  sites  to  choose  from. 

Mr.  BEALL.  Mr.  President - 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BEALL.  I  know  how  hard  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  has  worked  on 
this  matter  during  the  past  several  years. 
But  does  not  he  think  the  invitation  to 
use  Friendship  Airport  should  be  ac¬ 
cepted? 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  remember  that  it 
has  become  an  issue  in  only  about  the 
last  year  and  one-half,  when  we  were 
getting  ready  to  build  the  second  airport 
at  Washington.  Then,  suddenly,  the  very 
capable,  competent,  and  industrious 
Senator  from  Maryland  thought  it  would 
be  good  business  to  get  some  more  sched¬ 
ules  lured  into  the  Baltimore  Airport. 

And  then  the  fight  began.  I  am  in 
favor  of  having  the  Senator  succeed  in 
getting  more  schedules  for  Baltimore, 
but  not  at  the  expense  of  the  safety  of 
the  situation  existing  at  Washington,  the 
Nation’s  Capital. 

Mr.  BEALL.  The  airport  is  not  in 
Baltimore ;  it  is  at  Friendship. 

IS  THIS  MORE  RABBIT  HASH? 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  That  is  something 
like  the  story  about  rabbit  hash,  when 
it  was  said  that  the  hash  was  composed 
of  1  rabbit  and  1  horse. 
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Friendship  is  much  closer  to  Baltimore 
than  it  is  to  Washington.  If  Friendship 
•were  as  close  to  Washington  as  it  is  to 
Baltimore,  I  think  we  should  use  the 
Friendship  Airport  and  should  accept  the 
very  courteous  invitation  to  use  the  Bal¬ 
timore  site — and  to  use  it  part  time,  in 
connection  with  the  offer  to  use  it,  as  an 
adjunct  to  the  Washington  Airport. 

But  certainly  the  Nation’s  Capital  is 
entitled  to  have  its  own  second  airport; 
and  passengers  coming  to  Washington 
should  not  be  required  to  spend  on  the 
highway  the  hour  that  is  required  to 
travel  between  Baltimore  and  Washing¬ 
ton.  _ 

Mr.  POTTER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  POTTER.  Is  it  not  true  that  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board  could  not  arbi¬ 
trarily  require  the  airlines  to  use  the 
Baltimore  site,  in  the  case  of  passengers 
scheduled  for  Washington?  Whether 
the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  has  been 
dragging  its  feet  in  the  matter  of  hold¬ 
ing  hearings  about  switching  passengers 
to  Friendship  is  a  bedatable  point.  But 
I  am  sure  the  constituents  of  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Oklahoma  and  the  residents  of 
Michigan  who  buy  tickets  to  travel  to 
the  Nation’s  Capital  want  to  come  to 
Washington,  D.  C.,  and  do  not  want  to 
be  landed  near  Baltimore,  and  then  have 
to  pay  additional  fare  for  transporta¬ 
tion  from  that  airport  to  downtown 
Washington,  to  say  nothing  of  the  ad¬ 
ditional  time  required. 

I  should  also  like  to  comment  on  the 
suggestion  that  Friendship  Airport  be 
used  as  the  second  Washington  airport. 
It  happened  to  be  my  pleasure,  during 
the  past  week  end,  to  be  visited  by  one 
of  the  oldest  pilots  of  the  Capital  Air 
Lines.  We  discussed  this  very  problem. 
He  said,  “If  you  think  we  are  nervous 
now  about  coming  to  the  National  Air¬ 
port,  can  you  imagine  what  it  would  be 
like  if  we  were  going  to  use  Friendship 
Airport  and  if  we  had  to  be  stacked  up 
in  the  most  heavily  trafficked  airlanes  in 
the  world — those  between  Washington 
and  New  York  City.” 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  The  airlanes  be¬ 
tween  Washington  and  New  York  City 
go  right  off  the  end  of  the  runway  at 
Friendship. 

Mr.  POTTER.  Yes;  a  plane  right  off 
the  end  of  the  Friendship  runway  is  in 
the  Washington  to  New  York  pattern. 
That  pilot  said  it  is  one  of  the  most 
dangerous  pieces  of  air  in  the  world,  in¬ 
sofar  as  air  traffic  is  concerned. 

So  the  question  which  I  think  we  must 
decide  here  is  whether  we,  as  a  Congress, 
are  going  to  select  the  definite  site  for  a 
second  Washington  airport — whether 
that  is  our  responsibility,  or  whether  it 
is  the  responsibility  of  the  governmental 
agencies  concerned.  Certainly  the  de¬ 
cision  which  has  been  made  was  not  just 
made  “off  the  cuff.”  Instead,  it  was 
made  after  repeated  and  repeated  study. 
All  the  agencies  concerned  have  agreed 
on  the  Burke  site.  Whether  that  is  the 
correct  decision,  I  do  not  know,  and  I 
do  not  believe  any  other  Member  of  the 
Senate  knows.  But  time  and  time 
again  this  agency  of  the  Government 
has  made  that  decision. 


DIFFERENT  ADMINISTRATIONS  AGREE 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  And  the  decision 
has  been  made  under  different  admin¬ 
istrations. 

Mr.  POTTER.  Yes,  it  has  been  made 
under  different  administrations. 

If  we  depend  upon  having  the.  Con¬ 
gress  select  the  site  for  a  second  Wash¬ 
ington  airport,  there  may  never  be  a 
second  Washington  airport.  I  say  that 
because,  regardless  of  the  site  which  is 
selected,  there  will  always  be  people  who 
will  say — as  is  now  being  said — that  they 
do  not  want  a  certain  site  chosen  be¬ 
cause  it  is  too  close  to  property  in  which 
they  are  interested.  I  am  convinced 
that  if  there  is  ever  to  be  a  second  Wash¬ 
ington  airport,  the  decision  must  be 
made  by  the  authorized  agency,  the  one 
which  has  been  delegated  to  make  the 
recommendation. 

I  commend  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Oklahoma,  who  probably  knows 
more  about  our  air  problems  than  does 
any  other  Member  of  the  Senate,  for  his 
diligent  work  as  a  member  of  the  Air 
Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on 
Commerce.  He  has  worked  diligently, 
not  only  on  this  problem,  but  on  all 
other  problems  connected  with  our 
growing  air  age;  and  he  has  been  par¬ 
ticularly  concerned  about  safety. 

I  share  his  concern  about  the  near 
misses  which  are  happening  at  the 
Washington  Airport.  Do  we  have  to 
wait  until  there  is  a  major  crash?  I  do 
not  want  the  finger  pointed  at  me  as  one 
who  has  been  dragging  his  heels  about 
the  second  Washington  airport. 

So  I  commend  the  Senator  from  Okla¬ 
homa  for  his  activity  in  this  connection. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  thank  my  col¬ 
league  for  his  kind  remarks. 

By  way  of  reference  to  the  existing 
facts,  I  should  like  to  refresh  the  memory 
of  the  Senator  from  Michigan  about  the 
difficulty  we  had  in  getting  the  first 
Washington  Airport  constructed.  At  the 
old  airport,  a  dog-leg  turn  used  to  be  re¬ 
quired,  and  the  planes  had  to  come  over 
the  high-tension  wires  of  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Railroad.  At  the  time  when  all 
the  agencies  concerned  had  recom¬ 
mended  the  site  at  Gravelly  Point,  prop¬ 
erty  owners  in  that  area  were  constantly 
protesting;  and,  as  a  result,  the  Congress 
never  did  take  action. 

F.  D.  R.  HAD  A  DREAM 

Finally,  President  Franklin  D.  Roose¬ 
velt  said  he  had  a  dream,  one  night, 
that  21  passengers  on  a  DC-3 — the  type 
of  plane  then  being  used — were  killed 
when  the  plane  crashed  when  coming 
into  the  airfield  at  Washington.  So  he 
decided  that  WPA  funds  would  be  used 
to  build  the  new  Washington  Airport; 
and  so  decided  that  the  new  airport  was 
built  at  Gravelly  Point,  under  his  order 
But  that  is  the  only  reason  why  the 
Gravelly  Point  Airport  was  built.  If  the 
matter  had  been  left  to  Congress,  that 
airport  never  would  have  been  built.  To¬ 
day,  it  is  one  of  the  largest  and  one  of 
the  best  in  the  country,  and  it  handles 
a  tremendous  volume  of  air  traffic. 

PROPERTY  PRICES  INVOLVED 

Of  course  many  property  owners  wish 
to  have  their  property  sold  after  it  has 
been  subdivided  into  50-foot  lots  for  res¬ 
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idential  purposes,  instead  of  having  their 
property  condemned  for  airport  use 
while  the  property  still  is  in  timber  or 
is  being  used  for  agricultural  purposes — 
which  is  the  situation  in  the  case  of  most 
of  the  land  in  the  area  of  the  Burke 
site. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
commend  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  for  discussing  the  question  so 
decisively  and  clearly.  As  a  member  of 
the  subcommittee  I  was  disappointed  in 
the  committee’s  action.  I  tried  to  have 
another  airport  established.  I  have  felt 
for  a  number  of  years  that  we  should 
have  a  new  airport  for  the  National  Cap¬ 
ital.  There  is  too  much  air  traffic  com¬ 
ing  from  every  section  of  the  world  to 
the  National  Capital  to  warrant  any 
longer  delay  in  remedying  the  inadequate 
airport  facilities  which  exist  at  the  Na¬ 
tional  Capital.  An  accident  could  oc¬ 
cur  because  of  the  overstacking.  To  use 
Friendship  Airport  and  continue  to  have 
the  air  stacked  with  airplanes  flying  in 
the  airways  of  the  eastern  seaboard,  I 
would  not  approve. 

I  have  served  on  the  Appropriations 
Committee  for  a  number  of  years.  Year 
after  year  we  have  come  practically  to 
home  base,  and  just  before  we  were  about 
to  put  our  toe  on  the  plate  we  had  to 
back  up  for  another  period  of  6  months  or 
a  year’s  time  for  another  study.  We  got 
so  close  this  year  that  the  House  in¬ 
cluded  a  $12.5  million  appropriation  in 
its  appropriation  bill.  Many  studies 
have  previously  been  made.  Again  we  got 
to  the  stage  where  the  committee  was 
about  to  act,  but  action  will  be  delayed 
until  January  15,  until  there  can  be  an¬ 
other  study  made  by  the  Airways  Mod¬ 
ernization  Board,  although  that  group 
has  no  more  authority  to  make  the  study 
than  Mr.  Smith  in  New  Hampshire  has. 
We  borrowed  that  group,  to  to  speak,  to 
take  a  look  at  the  problem.  If  we  have 
hearings,  every  interested  person  will  de¬ 
mand  to  be  heard,  and  it  will  be  a  year 
from  now  before  we  can  determine  the 
matter.  That  is  the  history  we  have  had 
of  the  new  airport  for  5  years.  In  the  last 
weeks  of  the  session,  we  are  again  trying 
to  determine  what  we  should  do  about 
a  new  airport. 

Burke  may  not  be  the  proper  place,  but 
we  have  come  very  close  to  a  decision, 
and  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  has  said 
the  land  area  at  Burke  is  as  good  as  any 
other  area  in  the  vicinity  of  Washington, 
and  would  be  as  good  a  place  as  any  other 
area  for  building  the  airport.  I  am  not 
the  master  in  the  dispute,  but  I  am  at 
lease  one  citizen,  I  am  serving  in  the 
Congress,  and  I  am  serving  on  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee.  We  are  coming 
to  the  last  step,  and  now  it  is  being  pro¬ 
posed  that  we  back  up,  with  no  excuse  as 
to  why  we  should  back  up. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  thank  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Minnesota,  who  was  the  only 
member  in  the  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tee  who  voted  for  the  Burke  Airport. 

Mr.  THYE.  No. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  That  is  not  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  understand  I  am 
wrong.  Other  Senators  also  voted  for  it. 
I  am  sorry.  I  did  not  want  to  mislead 
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the  Senate  that  anywhere  near  a  ma¬ 
jority  of  the  Appropriations  Committee 
voted  for  it. 

Mr.  THYE.  We  were  in  executive 
session.  That  is  why  I  cannot  disclose 
who  the  others  were,  but  I  was  not  alone. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  am  very  sorry  I 
gave  that  incorrect  information.  I 
think  I  read  it  in  the  newspapers. 

I  should  like  to  say,  supplementing 
what  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  has 
stated,  that  we  do  not  need  the  Air 
Modernization  Board  to  make  the  study. 
What  we  need  to  do  is  put  Mr.  Paul 
Butler,  chairman  of  the  Democratic  Na¬ 
tional  Committee,  and  Mr.  Alcorn,  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Republican  National  Com¬ 
mittee,  and  Mr.  Gallup,  of  the  Gallup 
poll,  on  such  a  Board,  because  the  Burke 
proposal  is  not  being  turned  down  on 
the  basis  of  aeronautical  engineering 
recommendations,  but  on  the  basis  of  a 
popularity  contest  for  airport  facilities 
adjacent  to  Washington. 

We  cannot  permit  that,  because  air 
safety  in  the  Washington  area  is  a  na¬ 
tional  problem,  and  not  a  matter  for  a 
county  facility  to  consider. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
think  the  debate  on  this  subject  has  be¬ 
come  a  little  heated,  and  some  things 
have  been  said  that  probably  were  not 
meant  to  be  said.  We  are  trying  to 
arrive  at  a  solution.  No  one  has  been 
more  seriously  concerned  about  the 
problem  than  has  the  Senator  from 
Washington,  because  I  had  in  my  com¬ 
mittee  the  bill  that  authorized  the 
settlement  of  this  matter  7  years  ago. 
The  bill  provided  that  there  should  be 
a  second  airport.  We  were  all  in  agree¬ 
ment  7  years  ago  that  there  should  be 
a  second  airport  for  Washington. 

The  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
Monroney],  who  has  been  working  on 
this  matter  in  committee,  and  I  have 
been  continuously  urging  that  a  second 
airport  should  be  built.  In  the  mean¬ 
time,  the  Friendship  Airport  near  Balti¬ 
more  was  established.  In  the  mean¬ 
time,  also,  the  CAA,  which  has  great  re¬ 
sponsibilities  in  this  matter,  looked  into 
the  problem,  and  even  it  at  one  time  did 
not  know  where  the  airport  should  go. 
So  if  there  has  been  some  delay,  it  can¬ 
not  be  laid  at  the  doorstep  of  the  Con¬ 
gress  or  the  Appropriations  Committee. 
Months  and  months  were  spent  on  the 
matter,  as  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
and  all  other  members  of  the  committee 
know.  We  sent  letter  after  letter  to  the 
Commerce  Department  asking  it  to 
please  make  a  decision  on  a  second  air¬ 
port. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
after  1952,  when  the  appropriation  for 
Burke  was  denied  by  Congress,  the  Dem¬ 
ocratic  administration  did  not  ask  for 
funds,  and  the  Republican  administra¬ 
tion  did  not  ask  for  funds,  and  that  the 
distinguished  senior  Senator  from  Wash¬ 
ington,  chairman  of  the  Senate  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce, 
called  hearings,  and  the  committee  di¬ 
rected  that  funds  be  asked  for  not  later 
than  January  of  the  following  year? 
The  movement  for  a  second  airport 
started  with  the  chairman  of  the  Inter¬ 


state  and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee, 
the  Senator  from  Washington.  If  he 
had  had  his  way,  we  would  have  had  the 
airport  operating  now.  ■ 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  think  we  are 
talking  a  little  too  much  about  whether 
the  airport  should  be  at  Burke,  Friend¬ 
ship,  or  Chantilly,  because  no  Senator 
knows  a  great  deal  about  where  the  air¬ 
port  should  be  located. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Let  me  complete 
my  statement. 

I  do  not  think  anyone  in  this  body 
thinks  that  the  airport  should  be  in¬ 
volved  in  Republican  or  Democratic  pol¬ 
itics.  Everybody  wants  a  second  airport. 
I  think  we  shall  someday  look  with 
some  amusement  on  the  debate  taking 
place,  because  by  the  time  the  question 
is  settled — which  will  be  in  January,  if 
I  have  my  way,  whether  the  committee 
amendment  is  agreed  to  or  not — I  believe 
we  will  realize  that  in  the  next  3  or  4 
years  all  three  airports  will  be  necessary. 
One  can  hardly  board  an  airplane  in 
Washington.  Perhaps  the  Baltimore 
airport  is  less  crowded,  but  there  are  not 
as  many  planes  leaving  from  there.  Any¬ 
way,  we  are  all  trying  to  get  a  second 
airport,  because  National  Airport  has 
become  overcrowded. 

There  has  been  local  opposition,  that 
is  true.  Some  of  it  has  been  quite  valid. 
It  is  not  only  a  question  of  real  estate. 
There  is  a  problem  of  cost  involved.  I 
think  the  record  will  show  that  an  air- 
poi-t  at  Chantilly,  which  is  another  al¬ 
ternative,  would  cost  much  less.  I  do 
not  know  why  we  cannot  measure  dis¬ 
tances,  but  my  best  information  is  that, 
with  a  new  road  which  would  be  bdilt, 
Chantilly  would  be  only  2  miles  farther 
away  than  Burke.  Actually,  now  it  is  8 
miles  farther. 

The  White  House  set  up  a  board,  and 
rightly  so,  to  consider  the  whole  problem 
of  air  safety  and  airspace.  The  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Board  is  General  Curtis.  It 
was  a  must,  and  there  was  a  hurry  for  it. 
General  Quesada  was  recommended. 
The  committee  did  not  even  meet,  but 
it  was  polled,  and  there  was  no  oppo¬ 
sition.  The  Board  was  established  be¬ 
cause  of  overcrowding,  and  to  look  into 
questions  of  air  safety  and  airspace 
The  first  job  of  the  board  was  to  con¬ 
sider  the  conflict  over  navigation  equip¬ 
ment,  which  cost  about  $800  million 
more  than  it  should  have — obsolete 
equipment. 

In  the  meantime,  there  are  available 
Chantilly,  Burke,  and  Friendship. 
Seven  years  have  passed.  I  think  the 
Appropriations  Committee,  whether  it 
acted  wisely  or  not,  has  tried  to  move 
closer  and  closer  toward  authorization 
of  a  second  airport.  That  was  the  main 
objective.  We  have  tried  to  iron  out 
some  of  the  difficulties.  While  all  of 
that  was  going  on,  during  the  past  12 
months,  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  and 
all  of  us  on  the  committee  worked  on 
the  question. 

All  of  a  sudden  the  Commerce  Depart¬ 
ment  has  stated  what  it  wants,  after  all 
these  years.  If  the  Department  is  en¬ 
titled  to  make  such  a  study  month  after 
month  after  month,  I  think  the  Congress 
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is  entitled  to  a  couple  months’  study  of 
the  subject. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Let  me  complete 
my  statement. 

I  think  the  two  Senators  from  Vir¬ 
ginia,  who  can  correct  me  if  I  am  wrong, 
are  reconciled  to  the  fact  that  we  are 
going  to  have  to  have  a  second  airport 
in  Virginia,  near  the  National  Capital. 
I  think  there  is  a  problem  as  to  whether 
or  not  it  should  be  in  Burke  or  in  Chan¬ 
tilly.  The  Senator  from  Oklahoma,  I 
know,  would  be  tickled  if  tomorrow  a 
steam  shovel  started  a  second  airport  at 
Chantilly,  so  that  its  completion  would 
be  in  sight.  We  have  that  problem.  The 
Senate  committee  did  not  work  against 
Burke.  They  voted  not  to  appropriate 
$12  million  for  a  second  airport  at  this 
time.  The  CAA  had  finally  said,  “We 
will  recommend  Burke.” 

I  do  not  know  whether  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce  will  change  its  mind. 
It  has  done  so  3  times  that  I  know  of 
in  the  past  4  years. 

It  was  not  the  purpose  of  the  vote  of 
the  Senate  committee  to  prevent  a  sec¬ 
ond  airport.  The  Senator  from  Okla¬ 
homa  [Mr.  Monroney]  knows  my  posi¬ 
tion  on  this  matter.  We  are  all  trying 
to  find  ways  and  means  to  do  the  job. 
Nobody  was  voting  against  one  site  or 
for  another  site.  We  are  pretty  well 
pledged  in  the  committee  that  come  Jan¬ 
uary  we  are  going  to  appropriate  this 
amount  of  money  to  start  a  second  air¬ 
port. 

The  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  did  come 
up  with  a  recommendation.  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  was  right  or  wrong.  I. 
am  no  technician.  I  am  not  a  safety 
engineer.  It  was  thought  airports  ought 
to  be  at  least  16  miles  apart.  I  believe 
that  is  desirable.  In  taking  care  of  air¬ 
space  and  air  safety  throughout  the 
United  States,  the  question  of  spacing  of 
airports  becomes  important.  The  CAA, 
in  recommending  the  location  of  air¬ 
ports,  does  take  that  question  into  con¬ 
sideration.  The  air  patterns  are  all 
crowded. 

Apparently  Chantilly  is  a  little  bit  less 
crowded  on  the  air  pattern  on  a  direct 
line  east  and  west;  but  I  do  not  know. 
However,  I  want  the  Record  to  be  clear 
that  we  are  all  trying  to  accomplish  the 
same  thing.  The  end  result  will  be  the 
same.  I  will  pledge  myself  to  that. 

I  think  every  member  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Appropriations  will  agree  that 
whether  the  airport  is  built  at  Burke,  at 
Chantilly,  or  whether  Friendship  will  be 
used,  or  the  day  a  new  airport  is  dedi¬ 
cated  will  not  be  delayed  one  iota. 

We  turned  to  the  so-called  experts. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  was  not  present 
when  most  of  the  discussion  took  place, 
for  I  was  attending  a  meeting  of  my  own 
committee  on  some  of  these  matters. 

I  think  the  experts  might  be  able  to 
resolve  the  problem.  They  are  experts, 
and  they  want  to  solve  it.  They  are  in 
charge  of  air  safety  and  airspace,  and 
they  make  recommendations. 

The  President  of  the  United  States  has 
authority  in  this  matter,  through  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce.  The  bill  pro¬ 
vides  that  the  Department  of  Commerce 
and  the  Department  of  Defense  shall  be 
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represented  on  the  Board,  with  one  man 
as  the  President’s  adviser.  He  is  General 
Quesada.  The  Senator  from  Florida 
[Mr.  Smathers]  and  I  know  him  well. 
When  he  takes  action,  he  takes  action, 
and  he  takes  it  fast. 

I  hope  we  will  not  get  into  finger 
pointing  on  this  very  important,  serious 
matter,  over  a  delay  of  60  days  or  some¬ 
thing  of  that  kind,  in  view  of.  the  fact 
that  everybody  involved  in  this  matter 
has  backed  and  filled  on  several  occa¬ 
sions. 

This  is  not  political  at  all.  I  do  not 
blame  the  Senators  from  Maryland  for 
trying  to  get  some  consideration  for 
Friendship,  but  I  will  tell  them  that  if 
air  travel  keeps  increasing,  as  it  has 
been  increasing,  we  will  be  using  Friend¬ 
ship  and  all  the  other  airports  around 
this  vicinity. 

Let  us  all  get  together  and  settle  this 
problem  as  it  should  be  settled,  because 
we  need  to  have  the  question  resolved. 
The  very  fact  that  an  appropriation 
will  be  made  is  important.  Construc¬ 
tion  will  go  forward  just  as  readily  if  it  is 
decided  to  use  Burke  tomorrow,  because 
of  the  condemnation  features  involved 
at  the  Burke  site.  I  am  informed  that 
nobody  wants  the  land  at  Chantilly,  par¬ 
ticularly,  and  the  Government  could  go 
right  ahead  at  that  location. 

I  hope  we  will  accept  this  bill  as  it  is. 
I  do  not  think  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  has  made  a  mistake  in  its  recom¬ 
mendation,  because,  as  I  have  said,  the 
net  result  is  going  to  be  the  same  in  the 
end.  No  one  in  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  has  fought  more  for  a  second  air¬ 
port  than  has  the  Senator  from  Wash¬ 
ington. 

So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  we  can  pro¬ 
vide  the  appropriation  now  and  have  the 
decision  in  January.  That  is  all  right 
with  me.  I  will  vote  for  that.  Then  the 
appropriation  will  be  available,  and  we 
can  get  started  on  something. 

Mr.  BIBLE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  will  yield  the 
floor.  I  have  said  enough. 

Mr.  BIBLE.  I  should  like  to  address 
a  question  or  two  to  the  Senator  from 
Washington. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BIBLE.  I  should  like  to  clear  up 
one  point.  I  know  of  the  Senator’s  in¬ 
terest,  and  I  am  aware  of  the  dynamic 
leadership  the  Senator  has  furnished 
toward  attempting  to  solve  the  prob- 
lew  of  the  second  airport.  I  understood 
the  Senator  to  say  that  there  was  noth¬ 
ing  in  this  particular  bill  which  would 
in  any  way  preclude  Burke  from  con¬ 
sideration  as  the  second  site.  Is  that 
a  correct  statement? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  That  is  correct, 
yes. 

Mr.  BIBLE.  The  thing  which  both¬ 
ered  me  was  a  statement  I  observed  on 
page  5  of  the  report,  which  is: 
that  the  Airways  Modernization  Board  study 
terms  of  Public  Law  762  of  the  81st  Con¬ 
gress  and  in  furtherance  of  that  study — 

I  am  reading  from  the  third  paragraph 

I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Washington. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Yes. 


Mr.  BIBLE.  I  continue  to  read: 

In  furtherance  of  that  study  investigate  and 
recommend  to  the  Congress  by  January  15, 
1958,  a  site  (either  entirely  new  or  the  re¬ 
modeling  of  a  present  airport) — 

My  question  is  directed  to  the  signifi¬ 
cance  of  the  language  which  was  placed 
in  the  parentheses.  It  seemed  to  me,  in 
reading  the  report,  that  it  was  indicated 
the  Appropriations  Committee  had  di¬ 
rected  the  Airways  Modernization  Board 
to  make  this  study,  but  to  bring  back  a 
recommendation  of  a  site  provided  it 
was  entirely  new  or  involved  the  re¬ 
modeling  of  a  present  airport.  If  that 
interpretation  were  the  correct  one,  it 
would  seem  to  eliminate  consideration  of 
Burke.  I  think  the  Record  should  be 
clear  on  that  point. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  also  think  the 
Record  should  be  clear.  The  report  re¬ 
flects  the  general  discussion.  The  lan¬ 
guage  means  an  entirely  new  site  or  the 
remodeling  of  an  airport.  By  “new”  we 
mean  a  new  airport. 

Mr.  BIBLE.  The  use  of  that  language 
does  not  in  any  way  attempt  to  restrict 
the  study  to  be  made  by  the  Airways 
Modernization  Board? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  No.  If  I  thought 
the  language  were  to  be  interpreted  in 
any  other  way  than  as  I  have  stated,  I 
would  ask  permission  now  of  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  committee  to  have  the  lan¬ 
guage  in  parentheses  stricken  from  the 
report. 

Mr.  BIBLE.  There  is  no  question  in 
the  mind  of  the  distinguished  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For¬ 
eign  Commerce  that  the  Burke  site,  as 
well  as  Chantilly  and  Friendship,  will  be 
considered  in  the  study  between  now  and 
the  first  of  January? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  The  Senator  is 
correct.  I  do  not  know  what  the  Board 
will  do.  They  may  come  back  and  say, 
“Burke.”  That  will  be  the  end  of  it,  if 
they  do.  They  may  say,  “We  have  looked 
them  all  over.  The  CAA  has  looked 
them  all  over.  Everybody  has  looked 
them  all  over.”  It  might  be  Burke.  I 
do  not  want  that  site  precluded  by  any 
language. 

Mr.  BIBLE.  I  wanted  to  clarify  the 
point  by  questioning  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Washington  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  I  simply  wish  to 
point  out  in  connection  with  the  question 
that  there  is  nothing  in  chapter  1  about 
Burke.  There  was  nothing  directly  in 
the  committee  report  .which  said  that  the 
CAA  had  selected  Burke.  The  act  of 
1950  gave  them  that  authority,  and  there 
was  appropriated  $12  y2  million  to  start. 
The  words  may  not  have  been  very  ac¬ 
curately  used. 

The  words  “entirely  new”  were  to  be 
the  opposite  of  perhaps  the  utilization 
of  Andrews,  which  would  be  a  remodel¬ 
ing.  The  words  “entirely  new”  meant 
to  go  into  the  wilderness  and  start  grad¬ 
ing,  to  build  the  airport,  as  opposed  to 
taking  Andrews  or  some  other  military 
base  and  remodeling  it.  Those  words 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  site,  for  or 
against  Burke. 


Mr.  BIBLE.  I  appreciate  that  com¬ 
ment  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  first 
I  should  like  to  make  a  brief  comment 
on  the  suggestion  made  by  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Nevada.  There  is 
no  question  at  all  that  the  words  “en¬ 
tirely  new”  embrace  Burke,  Chantilly, 
or  any  other  new  site.  There  was  sub¬ 
stantial  sentiment  in  the  committee  for 
the  elimination  of  Burke,  but  after  long 
discussion  it  was  decided  that  the  words 
in  the  committee  report  should  be  broad 
enough  to  cover  any  new  site  anywhere, 
so  that  the  previous  leigaslation  would 
remain  unimpaired.  The  legislation  of 
1950  simply  authorized — not  Burke,  not 
Chantilly,  not  Friendship,  not  Andrews — 
it  authorized  the  selection  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Commerce  of  a  site  in  the  area 
around  the  Capital  of  the  Nation.  The 
legislation  did  not  confine  it  to  Virginia 
or  Maryland  or  any  particular  locality. 

It  is  the  intention  of  the  committee, 
after  long  discussion,  to  leave  the  matter 
completely  open  at  to  what  site  will  be 
selected. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Washington. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Unless  I  am  mis¬ 
taken,  the  committee  will  make  the  de¬ 
cision  in  January,  regardless  of  what  it 
may  be.  That  is  my  understanding.  I 
am  going  to  hold  all  Members  to  account 
at  that  time  to  furnish  the  money.  It 
might  be  Burke,  as  well  as  any  place  else. 

I  say  that  the  net  result  will  be  the 
same.  I  think  that  is  the  feeling  of  the 
entire  committee.  I  am  sure  I  express 
their  feeling.  It  was  my  understanding, 
that  “come  January  we  are  going  to  ap¬ 
propriate  this  money,”  and  then  some¬ 
thing  will  happen.  I  do  not  know  ex¬ 
actly  where  the  airport  will  be  placed. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
my  colleague  yield  to  me,  so  that  I  may 
ask  a  question  of  the  Senator  from 
Washington? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  In  the  light  of  the 
Senator’s  statement,  why  would  it  not  be 
a  good  idea  to  appropriate  the  $12.5  mil¬ 
lion?  If  we  do  not  appropriate  the 
money  now,  as  the  Senator  well  appre¬ 
ciates,  when  we  return  in  January  we 
will  have  to  go  through  the  hearings  all 
over  again,  and  it  will  be  very  difficult  to 
get  the  appropriation  bill  for  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce  passed  early  in 
the  year.  We  are  now  in  the  month  of 
August.  We  know  that  frequently  we 
have  good  intentions  but  not  enough 
time  to  carry  them  out. 

Why  could  we  not  amend  the  bill  so 
as  to  appropriate  the  $12.5  million,  and 
then,  on  line  24,  say  “to  remain  unex¬ 
pended  until  January  15,  1958”?  Then 
we  would  accomplish  exactly  what  the 
able  Senator  from  Washington  says  he 
wants  to  bring  about.  We  would  pro¬ 
vide  the  money,  and  we  would  merely 
wait  until  January  15  to  have  the  Air¬ 
ways  Moderhization  Board  recommend 
where  the  airport  ought  to  be  located. 
The  minute  the  Board  makes  the  recom¬ 
mendation,  we  will  not  have  to  wait  any 
longer. 
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Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Florida  that  I  would  be 
perfectly  willing  to  vote  for  what  he  has 
suggested.  I  made  that  suggsetion  in 
the  committee,  informally.  I  should  be 
happy  to  see  that  done. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  wonder  if  we 
could  ask  the  able  chairman  of  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  how  he  feels 
about  the  suggestion. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  am  willing  to  do 
what  the  Senator  suggests.  I  think  it 
would  clear  up  what  are  not  necessarily 
fears,  but  perhaps  could  be  called  doubts, 
which  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  and 
I  have  had  all  this  time. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  believe  it  would 
be  a  happy  compromise.  We  could  have 
one  more  agency  look  into  the  matter, 
but  if  a  determination  were  made  by 
January  15, 1958,  then  we  would  not  have 
to  wait  for  the  next  2  or  3  months  while 
the  Appropriations  Committee  was  hold¬ 
ing  its  normal  hearings. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
committee  discussed  that  suggestion  and 
decided  against  it,  for  reasons  which’  I 
think  were  eminently  sound.  The  re¬ 
quest  was  for  a  $35  million  appropriation 
to  do  1  year’s  work  at  the  level  which 
was  intended.  The  authorization  orig¬ 
inally  had  been  for  $14  million,  and  the 
House  cut  down  the  budget  request  of 
$35  million  to  $12,500,000,  to  keep  with¬ 
in  the  amount  of  the  authorization  still 
outstanding. 

A  study  will  be  made  by  the  Airways 
Modernization  Board,  and  the  Board 
will  report  its  findings  and  conclusions 
to  the  Congress.  Both  the  Senator  from 
Washington  and  the  Senator  from 
Florida  have  stated  that  they  are  pre¬ 
pared  to  go  along  with  the  Board’s 
recommendation,  whatever  it  may  be. 
We  think  we  can  start  with  a  fresh  slate. 
In  the  meantime,  time  will  not  be  wasted, 
because  if  Burke,  Chantilly,  or  some 
other  location  is  decided  upon,  there 
must  be  plans  and  specifications  pre¬ 
pared  prior  to  the  beginning  of  construc¬ 
tion  work.  The  mere  moving  of  earth 
will  require  long  planning  and  extensive 
specifications.  In  the  case  of  Burke, 
the  estimate  is  that  16  million  yards 
will  have  to  be  moved.  Incidentally,  that 
will  call  for  some  fills  of  70  feet,  and 
some  cuts  of  70  feet.  I  do  not  think  I 
need  to  tell  Senators  who  are  experienced 
in  roadbuilding  or  construction  work  of 
any  kind  that,  immediately  following  a 
70-foot  fill,  it  is  not  advisable  to  place 
a  heavy  structure  on  top  of  it.  The  ques¬ 
tion  of  delay  enters  into  the  picture. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Will  the  Senator  al¬ 
low  me  to  complete  my  statement?  I 
have  put  in  a  great  deal  of  study  on  this 
subject. 

I  should  like  to  make  it  perfectly  clear 
that  there  are  no  politics  involved.  I  do 
not  know  of  anyone  living  in  Fairfax, 
Va.,  or  in  nearby  Maryland,  who  is  a 
Florida  citizen,  voting  in  Florida,  who 
has  expressed  any  interest  in  this  matter. 

Furthermore,  if  we  are  talking  about 
Republican  politics,  I  note  that  while 
our  two  distinguished  colleagues  from 
Maryland  [Mr.  Butler  and  Mr.  Beall], 
who  happen  to  be  of  that  party,  are 


pulling  in  one  direction,  a  long  article 
in  the  morning  newspaper  relates  that 
the  Republican  Party  of  Virginia  is 
pulling  in  the  other  direction.  So  there 
is  just  about  as  little  politics  involved  as 
possible. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  did  not  ask 
to  get  into  this  controversy.  He  is 
chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  of 
the  Appropriations  Committee  which 
handles  appropriations  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce  and  related  agencies. 
That  includes  not  only  the  Department 
of  Commerce  generally,  but  also  CAA 
and  CAB.  So  when  the  question  arose 
last  year  the  Senator  from  Florida  con¬ 
ducted  hearings  in  the  full  committee 
on  the  supplemental  request  which  came 
in  about  14  months  ago,  as  I  recall. 

We  have  not  been  idle  on  this  question. 
In  the  second  supplemental  for  1957  we 
took  124  pages  of  testimony  on  this  mat¬ 
ter.  They  will  be  found  in  the  hearings 
on  the  second  supplemental  bill  for  the 
previous  fiscal  year. 

The  special  committee,  of  which  I  was 
appointed  chairman — I  presume  because 
I  am  chairman  of  the  subcommittee 
which  handles  these  appropriations — 
and  I  see  our  distinguished  chairman 
nodding — held  hearings  in  January  and 
February  of  this  year.  Those  hearings 
are  contained  in  a  record  of  341  printed 
pages. 

In  August  of  this  year,  when  the  sup¬ 
plemental  request  for  $35  million  was 
submitted,  we  held  further  hearings. 
Those  hearings  ran  to  135  pages  on  this 
matter. 

The  other  day  a  suggestion  was  made 
which  I  think  was  an  excellent  one.  It 
came  to  the  full  committee  from  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Sal- 
tonstall],  but  at  the  original  suggestion 
of  the  Senator  from  Washington,  [Mr. 
Magnuson],  who  is  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

The  recommendation  was  that  we 
make  use  of  the  new  Airways  Moderni¬ 
zation  Board.  We  were  all  glad  to  re¬ 
ceive  such  a  suggestion,  after  looking 
at  the  600  pages  of  testimony,  and  realiz¬ 
ing  some  of  the  complications  involved. 
We  were  glad  to  turn  to  expert  advisers, 
whose  specific  duty  it  is  to  deal  with  the 
problem  of  security  of  flying,  and  with 
the  proper  division  of  airspace,  par¬ 
ticularly  the  proper  division  of  airspace 
as  between  commercial  and  civilian  fly¬ 
ing  on  the  one  hand,  and  military  flying 
on  the  other. 

This  problem  would  be  relatively  sim¬ 
ple  if  it  were  not  for  the  fact  that  the 
airspace  around  the  Capital  is  so  con¬ 
gested  with  military  flying. 

First,  there  is  the  great  base  at  An¬ 
drews  Field.  That  was  the  original  se¬ 
lection  of  the  CAA,  and  all  others  con¬ 
cerned.  They  all  preferred  it  to  Burke, 
Chantilly,  or  any  other  location.  But 
the  Air  Force  seems  to  have  a  permanent 
option  on  that  site,  and  no  one  has  seen 
fit  seriously  to  challenge  it.  It  is  the 
preferred  spot  from  every  point  of  view 
that  I  have  heard  about. 

In  addition  to  Andrews  Field,  there 
are  two  bases  directly  across  the  Potomac 
from  the  National  Airport,  which  are  in¬ 
strument  controlled  by  the  same  tower. 
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They  use  a  part  of  the  airspace  used  by 
National.  I  refer  to  Bolling  Field,  which 
is  an  Air  Force  field,  and  Anacostia 
Field,  which  is  a  Navy  field. 

There  is  a  small  field  at  Fort  Belvoir. 
I  have  forgotten  the  name  of  it.  My  dis¬ 
tinguished  friend  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Robertson]  reminded  me  of  it  the  other 
day.  I  believe  it  is  called  Davidson  Field. 

At  Quantico  there  is  an  airfield 
In  addition,  the  Armed  Forces  have  set 
up  2  large  inviolable  areas,  1  back  of 
Quantico,  and  the  other  around  the 
Dahlgren  Naval  Proving  Station,  where 
airplanes  are  not  permitted  to  fly.  So 
one  of  the  grave  problems  is  the  accom¬ 
modation  of  Armed  Forces  needs  to  the 
problems  of  commercial  flying. 

After  we  were  appointed  on  this  special 
subcommittee  I  think  we  were  pretty  dili¬ 
gent.  We  held  5  days  of  hearings.  I 
do  not  know  of  any  Senators  who  have 
spent  more  time  in  trying  to  iron  out  a 
problem  of  this  magnitude  which  was 
not  directly  of  importance  to  them. 

Of  course,  all  of  us  travel  by  air.  I 
have  been  to  Florida  on  15  weekends  this 
year;  I  have  been  to  Atlanta  twice;  to 
Asheville  once,  only  yesterday;  I  have 
been  to  San  Francisco  once;  and,  of 
course,  a  group  of  us  went  to  Vienna,  Ga„ 
on  a  sad  mission  a  few  days  ago.  So  I 
have  made  use  of  these  facilities  a  total 
of  about  20  times  over  a  limited  period 
of  time.  However,  in  the  matter  of  pro¬ 
viding  the  safest  and  most  reasonable 
arrangement  that  can  be  made  for  serv¬ 
ing  this  area,  I  would  place  my  own  per¬ 
sonal  security  far  down  on  the  list  of 
important  items. 

When  we  went  into  the  question,  we 
found  a  great  many  points  which  had 
been  given  scant  attention  or  no  atten¬ 
tion  at  all.  Except  for  those  on  the 
committee,  I  dare  say  that  there  is  no 
Senator  listening  to  me  who  knows  that 
there  is  a  conflict  of  airspace  between 
National  and  Burke,  and  a  lesser  conflict 
of  airspace  between  National  and  Chan¬ 
tilly,  which  will  result  in  a  sizable  loss  of 
stacking  facilities  at  National  if  the  air¬ 
port  is  built  at  either  Burke  or  Chantilly. 

The  CAA  has  made  no  mention  of  that 
factor  in  its  recent  frenzied  recommen¬ 
dation  of  Burke.  I  have  before  me  the 
original  study  by  the  CAA.  I  shall  read 
a  portion  of  it  into  the  Record.  I  think 
it  is  a  very  important  part  of  the  entire 
picture. 

I  read  from  page  9  of  Technical  De¬ 
velopment  Report  No.  187  of  the  Civil 
Aeronautical  Administration,  dated  No¬ 
vember  1952: 

Activation  of  Burke  Airport  will  Interfere 
with  the  west  holding  stack  presently 
adopted  for  Washington  National  Airport 
and  will  probably  require  that  the  Washing¬ 
ton  National  Airport  approach  system  revert 
to  a  one-stack  operation  with  a  primary 
stack  at  the  outer  marker.  Simulation  tests 
indicate  that  this  change  would  reduce  the 
acceptance  rate  of  the  Washington  National 
Airport  somewhat  and  would  greatly  increase 
the  communications  workload  of  the  ap¬ 
proach  control  position. 

I  do  not  believe  that  many  Senators 
knew  that  that  question  was  involved  in 
the  discussion.  Certainly  the  Senator 
from  Florida  did  not  know  it  until  we 
began  to  hold  detailed  hearings. 
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Only  the  other  day  when  this  question 
arose  we  explored  it  again  with  David  D. 
Thomas,  Director  of  Air  Traffic  Control 
of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Administration, 
who  has  charge  of  this  field  of  opera¬ 
tions.  I  quote  from  the  hearing  record, 
beginning  on  page  555. 

Senator  Holland.  What  do  you  mean  by 
this  significant  paragraph  because,  reaUy, 
this  is  the  one  that  has  caused  me  the  most 
trouble  in  trying  to  understand  your  recom¬ 
mendations. 

EXCERPT  FROM  ENGINEER’S  REPORT 

What  we  have  before  us  is  the  technical 
recommendations  of  your  own  agency  dis¬ 
cussing  Burke  and  National  as  related  to 
each  other,  and  I  quote  from  it.  This  is  the 
third  paragraph  on  page  9 : 

"Activation  of  Burke  Airport  will  interfere 
with  the  west  holding  stack  presently 
adapted  for  Washington  National  Airport  and 
will  probably  require  that  the  Washington 
National  Airport  approach  revert  to  a  one- 
stack  operation  with  the  primary  stack  at 
the  outer  marker.  Simulation  tests  indi¬ 
cated  that  this  change  would  reduce  the  ac¬ 
ceptance  rate  of  the  Washington  National 
Airport  somewhat  and  would  greatly  increase 
the  communications  workload  of  the  ap¬ 
proach  control  position.” 

To  me,  that  sounds  like  anything  but  a 
successful  verdict.  I  would  like  for  you  to 
interpret  it  for  the  Record. 

Mr.  Thomas.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  deals 
with  precisely  the  same  point.  The  activa¬ 
tion  of  the  Burke  Airport  will  interfere  with 
the  west  holding  stack.  This  is  the  Spring- 
field  stack.  It  will  require  us  to  eliminate  it 
and  it  will  require  us  to  revert  to  a  one-stack 
operation  essentially.  Since  that  time,  with 
the  major  difference  in  studying  Chantilly, 
Washington  still  reverts  to  that - 

Senator  Holland.  May  we  complete  our 
consideration  of  the  paragraph  itself.  The 
latter  part  of  it  says  that  it  would  reduce  the 
acceptance  of  National.  It  would  reduce  the 
number  of  planes  that  could  come  in  there; 
is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Holland.  And  that  is  still  your 
statement? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes,  sir. 

May  I  add  that  it  would  also  be  reduced 
at  Chantilly. 

Senator  Holland.  Pardon  me  for  inter¬ 
rupting,  but  I  wanted  you  to  complete  that 
point. 

It  seemed  to  me  you  were  telling  Congress 
that,  in  that  report,  if  both  airports  func¬ 
tion  at  the  same  time,  Burke  and  National, 
that  the  National’s  capacity  would  be  nec¬ 
essarily  lower  and  would  have  to  operate  as 
a  one-stack  holding  operation;  and  that 
there  would  be,  therefore,  material  inter¬ 
ference. 

As  I  understand  it  now,  you  are  saying 
that  that  is  exactly  what  you  meant;  is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes,  sir.  Our  estimate  is  a 
reduction  of  about  five  operations  per  hour. 

Senator  Holland.  All  right,  you  may  pro¬ 
ceed. 

In  the  latter  part  of  the  same  report 
to  which  I  have  heretofore  referred, 
there  is  the  statement  that  the  location 
of  the  airport  at  Burke  would  mean  that 
one  airport  or  the  other  would  have  to 
be  the  primary  airport,  and  the  other 
one  a  secondary  airport.  As  the  report¬ 
ing  engineers  see  it,  Burke  would  be  the 
principal  one,  and  National  would  be 
reduced  to  a  secondary  status. 

To  my  mind  that  is  a  rather  ridiculous 
thing  when  we  have  the  closest-in  air¬ 
port  that  I  know  anything  about,  near 
any  large  population  center  in  the  Na¬ 
tion,  and  when  it  seems  to  me  that 


always  It  will  be  of  very  great  importance 
to  have  National  operating  just  as  fully 
as  it  can,  consistent  with  safety. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Let  me  complete  the 
reading  of  the  last  paragraph,  to  which 
I  have  already  referred,  but  have  not  yet 
read.  I  quote  from  page  2  of  the  report: 

The  proximity  of  the  Burke  site  to  the 
Washington  National  Airport  will  tend  to  re¬ 
strict  the  flow  of  traffic  into  the  latter  field 
by  obviating  the  use  of  a  west  sector  hold¬ 
ing  fix  for  feeding  traffic  into  the  Washington 
National  Airport.  This  restriction  may  not 
be  too  serious  if  Burke  becomes  the  princi¬ 
pal  airport  in  the  Washington  terminal  area, 
since  it  is  likely  that  W.  shington  National 
Airport  would  then  lose  much  of  its  present 
commercial  traffic. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  from  Florida,  who  has 
studied  the  matter  over  a  great  many 
years,  whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that  the 
reference  deals  with  Washington  Air¬ 
port  being  a  single-runway  airport.  In 
other  words,  unless  we  build  across  the 
Potomac  River,  it  is  impossible  to  create 
parallel  runways  at  Washington  National 
Airport.  The  plan  is  at  Burke  or  Chan¬ 
tilly — or  whatever  site  is  selected — to 
build  new  modern  parallel  runways,  so 
that  planes  can  land  and  take  off  at  the 
same  time.  Certainly  we  do  not  want 
to  build  an  obsolete  airport,  such  as  we 
have  at  Washington  National  Airport 
now.  We  want  to  build  parallel  run¬ 
ways,  to  handle  the  traffic. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  believe  my  distin¬ 
guished  friend  from  Oklahoma  and  I  are 
trying  to  reach  the  same  objective. 

The  point  I  make  is  that  in  locating 
the  second  airport,  further  considera¬ 
tion  should  be  given  to  the  fact  that  an 
airport  located  at  Burke  would  diminish 
to  a  secondary  position  the  National  Air¬ 
port  and  would  cut  down  its  stacking 
capacity  to  one-half  its  present  stack¬ 
ing  area. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  believe  the  testi¬ 
mony  was  that  it  would  cut  down  by  5 
percent  the  landing  capacity. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  believe  the  Senator 
is  incorrect  on  that  point.  The  state¬ 
ment  was  that  it  would  reduce  from  40 
to  35  the  capacity  per  hour,  and  there¬ 
fore  would  reduce  it  by  5  planes  per  hour. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  On  page  553  of  the 
testimony,  Mr.  Thomas  stated  specifi¬ 
cally  that  the  complex  of  Burke  and  Na¬ 
tional  would  make  it  possible  to  have 
about  115  operations  per  hour.  The 
complex  at  Chantilly  and  Washington 
National  would  make  possible  about  120 
operations  per  hour.  So  there  would  be 
something  less  than  5  percent  involved. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  am  sure  the  Sen¬ 
ator  means  as  between  the  use  of  Burke 
and  Chantilly  as  a  second  airport.  The 
statement  is  clear  that  it  would  cut  down 
by  5  planes  per  hour,  during  instrument 
weather,  the  capacity  of  National  Air¬ 
port.  The  distinguished  Senator  will 
find  that  statement  clearly  made  in  the 
record.  If  he  is  interested  in  reading  it, 
I  shall  have  it  pointed  out  to  him. 

The  next  point  I  found  there  was  no 
general  understanding  about — although 
other  Senators  may  have  understood  it, 
but  apparently  no  one  on  our  subcom¬ 
mittee  fully  understood  it;  and  of  course 
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one  of  our  ablest  members  had  to  be  ab¬ 
sent  because  of  conditions  existing  at 
home,  which  were  fully  understood — but 
the  four  of  us  knew  nothing  about  this 
point;  namely,  that  the  location  at  Burke 
would  interfere  with  the  long-range  de¬ 
velopment  program  of  Fairfax  County. 
There  is  no  doubt  about  that  at  all. 

The  testimony  of  the  membership  of 
the  planning  board  and  the  mute  testi¬ 
mony  of  the  map  show  that  point  very 
clearly,  and  there  is  no  argument 
about  it. 

To  state  it  as  briefly  as  I  may,  the 
development  of  Fairfax  County  must 
be  such  that  the  drainage — both  from 
the  standpoint  of  storm  sewers  and  san¬ 
itary  sewers — must  go  forward  so  as  to 
provide  drainage  in  a  southerly  direction 
into  the  Potomac  below  the  city  of  Wash¬ 
ington,  and  must  not  go  over  a  consid¬ 
erable  mileage  to  the  north  in  Fairfax 
County  so  as  to  drain  into  the  Potomac 
River  above  Washington.  Senators  are 
fully  familiar  with  the  polluted  condition 
of  the  Potomac  River. 

From  that  point  of  view,  the  water¬ 
shed  of  Pohick  Creek  is  the  only  one 
closely  available  to  go  southward,  and 
that  is  cut  almost  in  two  by  the  Burke 
location,  and  that  is  the  only  other  avail¬ 
able  close-by  area  for  continued  resi¬ 
dential  development  of  Fairfax  County. 

Whether  the  people  there  want  it  to 
be  so  or  whether  we  want  it  to  be  so, 
that  is  a  suburban  residential  county, 
and  always  will  be.  Such  towns  are 
sometimes  referred  to  as  bedroom  towns. 
Fairfax  County  has  grown  from  a  popu¬ 
lation  of  87,000  in  the  census  of  1950 
to  194,000  a  few  months  ago,  and  the 
statement  has  been  made  that  it  is  now 
well  above  200,000.  The  growth  has  been 
great,  so  great  as  to  use  up  rapidly  the 
areas  which  are  served  by  the  sewerage 
system  under  the  present  plan,  and  to 
make  it  imperative  that  in  the  future 
there  will  be  a  chance  to  begin  to  develop 
the  Pohick  Creek  area. 

We  had  the  testimony  of  two  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  board.  I  shall  read  briefly 
from  the  statement  of  Mrs.  Anne  Wil¬ 
kins,  a  member  of  the  Fairfax  County 
Board  of  Supervisors  and  of  the  Fair¬ 
fax  County  Planning  Commission.  Her 
statement  begins  at  page  614  of  the 
hearings. 

She  is  a  very  intelligent  person  and 
was  very  well  able  to  handle  herself  at 
the  hearing.  I  ask  that  the  two  para¬ 
graphs  at  the  end  of  the  section  entitled 
“Effects  on  Development  of  Watershed,” 
which  appear  on  page  616  of  the  hear¬ 
ings,  be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this 
point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpt 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

There  are  two  other  watersheds  in  Fair¬ 
fax  County  which  presently  serve  as  sources 
of  water  supply.  Occoquan  supplies  Alex¬ 
andria  and  a  large  part  of  Fairfax  County. 
Accotink  supplies  Fort  Belvoir.  This  leaves 
Cameron  (Holmes  Run,  Tripps  Run,  and 
Back  Lick  Run),  Pimmit,  and  Pohick  water¬ 
sheds  open  and  available  for  intensive  resi¬ 
dential  development.  Cameron,  Pimmit, 
and  part  of  Accotink  are  sewered,  or  being 
sewered,  under  the  current  $20  million  sewer 
program.  Development  in  these  areas  is 
expected  to  reach  the  saturation  point  be¬ 
fore  1980.  This  will  leave  only  the  Pohick 
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watershed  open  for  future  intensive  devel¬ 
opment.  Actually  it  is  the  only  remaining 
watershed  in  which  satisfactory  sanitary 
sewer  facilities  can  be  provided  economically 
for  high-density  residential  development 
even  without  regard  to  protection  of  area 
water  supply.  Trunk  and  collector  sewers 
can  be  installed  at  reasonable  cost  to  serve 
the  entire  watershed  with  a  disposal  plant 
on  the  Potomac  where  it  will  not  interfere 
with  anybody’s  water  supply. 

A  large  subdivision  of  900  houses  is  in  the 
planning  stage  Just  over  the  ridge  in  the 
Accotink  watershed.  One  area  of  1,100 
acres  in  the  upper  Pohick  watershed  has 
been  purchased  for  subdivision  recently  and 
is  awaiting  only  sewer  facilities  before  it 
gets  underway.  There  are  many  other 
smaller-scale  projects  on  various  stages  of 
completion  within  the  general  area. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mrs.  Wilkins  points 
out  that  there  are  two  other  watersheds 
which  presently  serve  as  sources  of  water 
supply.  She  points  out  that  Cameron 
and  Pimmit  and  a  part  of  Accotink  are 
sewered,  or  being  sewered,  under  the 
current  $20  million  sewer  program.  She 
states  that  this  will  leave  only  the  Po¬ 
hick  watershed  open  for  future  inten¬ 
sive  •  residential  development.  She 
states  that  development  in  the  Cameron 
and  Pimmit  areas  is  expected  to  reach 
the  saturation  point  before  1980.  There¬ 
fore,  Pohick  is  the  only  one  left  for  fu¬ 
ture  development. 

Then  she  states  that  there  is  a  large 
subdivision  of  900  houses  in  the  plan¬ 
ning  stage  just  over  the  ridge  in  the 
Accotink  watershed.  She  states  that 
1  area  of  1,100  acres  in  the  upper  Pohick 
watershed  has  been  purchased  for  sub¬ 
division  recently  and  is  awaiting  only 
sewer  facilities  before  it  gets  under  way. 

She  states  also  that  there  are  many 
other  smaller  scale  projects  in  various 
stages  of  completion  within  the  general 
area. 

We  looked  at  the  map,  and  went  over 
it  very  carefully.  I  do  not  believe  any 
member  of  the  subcommittee  was  prej¬ 
udiced  in  the  matter. 

In  the  same  paragraph  which  I  have 
have  placed  in  the  Record,  Mrs.  Wilkins 
spoke  about  the  $20  million  sewer  pro¬ 
gram  which  is  underway.  They  have 
done  good  long-range  planning.  They 
are  very  fine  people  and  intelligent  peo¬ 
ple,  and  they  want  to  utilize  to  the  best 
advantage  the  area  within  their  county. 

The  areas  across  the  main  highway, 
on  the  other  side  of  Fairfax  County, 
around  Chantilly,  and  going  toward 
Loudoun  County  and  in  Loudoun  County, 
are  now  zoned  for  agricultural  develop¬ 
ment,  because  any  general  sewerage 
program  would  have  to  go  to  the  upper 
area  of  the  Potomac,  and  they  ban  any 
such  plan,  as  a  matter  of  decency,  I  am 
sure,  whether  required  by  law  or  not. 
They  do  not  want  to  be  parties  to  the 
further  pollution  of  the  sources  of  the 
water  supply  of  this  whole  area. 

Why  has  this  matter  been  allowed  to 
reach  this  deplorable  stage,  with  a  lack 
of  recognition  of  those  two  points  which 
I  have  made?  There  is  no  doubt  about 
those  two  points.  They  show  up  in  the 
Record  time  and  time  again.  The  CAA 
admits  them  freely.  Why  has  it  gotten 
to  that  stage? 

The  reason  is  because  CAA  did  not 
carry  out  the  injunction  of  Congress 


when,  in  1950,  we  authorized  them  to 
choose  a  site  somewhere  around  the 
National  Capital,  not  specifying  which 
State  or  which  county,  but  requiring 
them  to  have  a  full  consultation  with 
the  public  officials  and  residents  of  the 
area  to  be  affected.  They  did  not  do 
that.  It  has  been  clearly  demonstrated 
that  not  only  did  they  not  have  any 
consultation,  but  we  have  had  complete 
demonstration  of  the  fact  that  the 
whole  group  or  local  public  officials  are 
completely  out  of  humor — and  justifi¬ 
ably  so,  I  believe — because,  while  they 
cannot  have  the  final  say,  they  ought 
to  be  heard.  They  are  handling  the 
affairs  of  a  rapidly  growing  county, 
which  now  contains  200,000  people  in  a 
limited  area,  and  they  had  not  been 
heard  up  to  the  time  that  we  heard 
them.  We  gave  them  a  chance  to  be 
heard  at  our  hearings. 

What  are  the  facts  with  respect  to 
those  public  officials?  There  were  six 
members  of  the  county  Board  of  Super¬ 
visors,  one  from  each  magisterial  dis¬ 
trict,  up  to  1953.  All  six  were  against 
the  Burke  site. 

There  have  been  7  since  then,  and 
all  7  have  been  against  the  Burke 
site,  until  the  election  of  the  present  in¬ 
cumbent  from  the  Mount  Vernon  area. 
General  Ovenshine,  and  he  was  in  favor 
of  going  ahead  at  Burke  or  anywhere 
else  where  a  location  can  be  agreed 
Upon.  His  is  the  only  vote — out  of  the 
votes  of  14  different  members  who  have 
served  on  the  board  since  the  time  of 
the  first  site  selection  by  the  CAA — in 
favor  of  the  Burke  site,  because  the 
other  members  know  how  critically  nec¬ 
essary  it  is  for  the  county  to  retain  the 
site,  and  they  also  know  that  other  lo¬ 
cations  are  available,  not  only  because 
they  involve  agricultural  land,  and  thus 
are  cheaper,  but  also  because  the  land 
there  is  level  and  does  not  require  the  im¬ 
mense  amount  of  grading  that  would  be 
required  at  Burke. 

At  Burke,  the  difference  between  the 
highest  and  the  lowest  levels  is  140  feet, 
which  means  that  some  fills  70  feet  in 
depth  would  have  to  be  made  and  some 
cuts  of  70  feet  would  have  to  be  made. 
Everyone  knows  that  when  filling  of  so 
great  an  amount  is  required,  it  is  impos¬ 
sible  to  erect  heavy  structures  on  the 
filled  land  a  month  after  the  fills  are 
made.-  In  this  case,  very  heavy  struc¬ 
tures  would  be  required  for  the  jet  com¬ 
mercial  planes  which  are  to  operate  at 
the  new  field. 

Mr.  President,  what  has  especially 
demonstrated  a  lack  of  consideration  on 
the  part  of  the  attitude  of  the  CAA  has 
been  the  fact  that  shortly  after  the  au¬ 
thority  was  given,  in  1950,  rumors  of  the 
use  of  commercial  jet  planes  had  begun 
to  be  heard;  and  for  the  past  2  or  3  years 
everyone  has  known,  and  the  CAA  has 
been  frank  to  recognize,  that  the  new 
airport  is  to  be  built  to  serve  commercial 
jet  planes  from  all  over  the  Nation  and 
elsewhere.  That  not  only  involves  dif¬ 
ficulties  because  of  heavier  structures, 
but  it  also  involves  threats  of  much 
greater  noise.  In  view  of  the  present 
state  of  knowledge,  to  locate  an  airport 
using  jet  planes  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
residences  of  citizens  who  object  to  it — 


and  who  in  the  early  years,  at  least,  were 
not  even  allowed  to  appear  at  a  hearing 
in  that  connection — to  my  mind  would 
be  the  very  height  of  lack  of  considera¬ 
tion,  and  even  positive  discourtesy.  That 
is  exactly  what  happened  in  the  case  of 
the  Fairfax  officials.  The  members  of 
the  school  board  feel  that  way ;  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  planning  board  feel  that  way. 

We  would  not  be  so  concerned  if  they 
merely  felt  that  way;  but  when  they  feel 
that  way  for  good  reasons,  I  wish  to  say 
we  were  concerned;  and  all  the  members 
of  our  special  subcommittee,  and  later 
all  the  members  of  the  full  committee 
who  heard  the  case,  felt  that  a  study  by  a 
completely  new  authority  was  required. 

I  sec  my  friend,  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Magnuson],  now  on  the  floor.  I  wish  to 
pay  him  credit  for  having  recommended 
the  solution  which  now  is  submitted  in 
connection  with  the  proposed  handling 
of  this  matter.  He  knew  about  the  crea¬ 
tion  of  the  new  board,  because  the  matter 
had  been  handled  by  him  in  his  com¬ 
mittee.  He  suggested  that  as  a  brand 
new  voice  and  a  highly-trained  voice  in 
connection  with  two  problems  which  are 
of  primary  concern  in  this  case — namely, 
gafety,  and  also  the  question  of  adjust¬ 
ment  of  flying  patterns,  the  latter  being 
closely  connected  to  safety — this  board, 
which  was  set  up  for  the  exact  purpose 
of  doing  jobs  of  that  sort,  be  used.  I 
wish  to  have  printed  at  this  point  in 
the  Record  the  comment  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Washington  made 
about  this  matter,  as  his  remarks  appear 
in  the  hearings  before  the  full  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee;  I  refer  to  the  por¬ 
tion  of  the  additional  hearings  beginning 
at  the  bottom  of  page  2,  and  ending  at 
the  top  of  page  3.  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  that  excerpt  from  the  hearings 
be  printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Mag¬ 
nuson  in  the  chair).  Is  there  objec¬ 
tion? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpt 
from  the  hearing  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Senator  Magnuson.  They  are  set  up  to  ex¬ 
plore  and  to  assist  the  executive  departments 
on  all  phases  of  the  problem  of  airspace,  air- 
navigational  aids,  and  all  matters  pertaining 
to  our  rapidly  crowding  air  condition  in  the 
United  States. 

***** 

There  is  pretty  broad  authority  with  re¬ 
spect  to  all  of  these  problems,  and,  as  you 
probably  know  by  now,  their  first  job  would 
be — and  the  President  is  using  his  own  funds 
until  we  appropriate  money  next  January — 
as  of  now,  to  busily  engage  themselves  in 
air-navigation  matters;  but  you  make  recom¬ 
mendations  as  to  airports,  as  to  the  whole 
problem  of  airspace  and  the  crowded  condi¬ 
tions  and  the  safety  in  the  air. 

***** 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  In  that  statement  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Washington, 
who  is  the  chairman  of  the  legislative 
committee  concerned  with  this  matter, 
made  it  very  clear  that  he  felt  this  was 
the  proper  way  to  handle  this  problem, 
and  also  that  there  was,  under  the  meas¬ 
ure  establishing  the  new  Board,  specific 
authority  for  doing  this  kind  of  job.  I 
shall  not  read  the  statement  at  this  time, 
but,  as  a  result  of  the  request  I  have  just 
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made,  Senators  will  find  the  statement 
in  the  Record. 

Next,  Mr.  President,  we  have  the  effort 
to  bring  the  State  of  Virginia  into  this 
matter — an  effort  not  initiated  here,  but 
initiated  by  the  State  of  Virginia  itself. 
Virginia  set  up,  some  time  ago,  a  study 
commission  in  this  field.  The  chairman 
is,  I  believe,  the  distinguished  State  Sen¬ 
ator  Fenwick,  from  the  adjoining  county 
of  Arlington.  He  appeared  before  our 
committee,  and  testified.  He  said  his 
group  was  holding  hearings  at  that  time; 
and  he  said  he  felt  sure  they  would  rec¬ 
ommend  that  the  State  establish  at  its 
next  session,  next  January,  a  State  air¬ 
port  authority  to  help  carry  out  the  nec¬ 
essary  objectives,  just  as  groups  of  citi¬ 
zens  elsewhere  in  the  Nation  have  to  do. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  number  of 
people  living  outside  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  in  this  great  metropolitan  area, 
now  largely  exceed  in  total  the  number 
who  live  within  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia.  My  recollection  is  that  slightly  less 
than  500,000  persons  live  in  the  adjoin¬ 
ing  counties  of  Virginia,  and  slightly 
more  than  500,000  persons  live  in  Mont¬ 
gomery  County  and  Prince  Georges 
County,  Md.  So  far  as  Virginia  is  con¬ 
cerned — and,  of  course,  it  is  natural  for 
the  residents  of  this  part  of  Virginia  to 
be  interested — their  interest  in  the  mat¬ 
ter  has  been  manifested. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Florida  yield  to 
me? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  shall  yield  with 
pleasure  to  the  distinguished  senior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Massachusetts.  Fii-st,  let  me 
say  that  the  Senator  from  Masachusetts 
is  the  one  who  took  the  bull  by  the  horns 
and  asked  that  General  Quesada  testify 
before  our  committee.  I  understand 
that  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
discussed  the  matter  with  the  Senator 
from  Washington  [Mr.  Magntjson],  who 
likewise  had  discussed  it  with  me.  I  de¬ 
sire  to  commend  the  Senator  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  for  searching  for  a  reason¬ 
able  solution,  one  which  would  give 
everyone  concerned  a  chance  to  be 
heard,  and  would  give  the  Senate  and 
the  House  of  Representatives  some  as¬ 
surance,  when  they  acted,  as  I  believe 
they  will,  in  January,  that  they  were 
following  the  correct  course. 

At  this  time  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  Florida  for  the  statement 
he  has  made. 

I  wish  to  say  that  in  the  full  com¬ 
mittees — I  was  not  a  member  of  the  sub¬ 
committee — what  impressed  me  involved 
three  factors: 

First,  the  question  in  connection  with 
the  use  of  the  airfield  by  jet  planes  of 
greater  speed,  and  the  question,  in  that 
connection,  whether  the  site  at  Burke 
was  too  close  to  the  National  Airport. 

Second,  the  fact  that  several  Senators 
who  are  directly  interested  in  this  prob¬ 
lem  stated  very  flatly  and  clearly  that 
they  will  be  willing  to  act  next  January, 
when  the  Board’s  report  will  be  made, 
and  that  they  do  not  intend  to  request 
mat  there  be  a  further  postponement. 
They  said  they  were  willing  to  act  at 
that  time.  1  thought  that  was  very  im¬ 
pressive. 


Third,  inasmuch  as  there  has  been 
such  a  great  difference  of  opinion,  it 
would  be  well  to  have  the  judgment  of 
General  Quesada,  who  heads  the  new 
board,  who  is  a  man  of  great  military 
and  aviation  experience,  and  a  noted 
flier.  He  was  one  of  the  early  fliers  in 
the  Air  Force.  With  him,  there  is  to 
serve  a  representative  of  i;he  military 
and  a  representative  of  the  Department 
of  Commerce.  General  Quesada  is  to 
preside.  Thus,  there  will  be  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  correlate  the  military  airfields 
in  the  vicinity — Bolling  Field,  Andrews 
Field,  and  the  others — with  the  commer¬ 
cial  airfields  in  the  vicinity,  such  as  the 
National  Airport,  Friendship  Airport, 
and  others.  So  the  new  group  will  make 
the  decision,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
decision  the  group  will  make  will  be  ex¬ 
tremely  helpful  to  the  Congress. 

Furthermore,  at  least  one  of  the  Sen¬ 
ators  directly  involved  has  stated  un¬ 
equivocally  that  when  the  new  Board’s 
report  is  made,  he  will  be  prepared  to  act 
and  to  have  a  forward  step  taken.  The 
committee  has  stated  in  its  report — and 
this  is  the  present  sense  of  the  commit¬ 
tee,  and  the  report  was  adopted  unani¬ 
mously  by  the  committee — that  it  will 
act  when  the  supplemental  budget  comes 
to  Congress  in  January. 

For  those  reasons,  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  report  of  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  and  its  action  in  temporarily  put¬ 
ting  aside  these  funds  and  providing  for 
the  report  constitute  a  wise  forward  step 
in  the  direction  of  the  commencement, 
in  January,  of  construction  of  the  air¬ 
port. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  not 
only  do  I  agree  with  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Massachusetts,  but  again 
I  wish  to  express  to  him  my  apprecia¬ 
tion  for  making  the  suggestion  which  re¬ 
ceived  the  uniform  approval  of  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee.  Incidentally,  at 
that  time  the  number  of  members  of  the 
Appropriations  Committee  who  were  sit¬ 
ting  in  the  hearing  and  were  trying  to 
work  out  a  solution  to  the  problem  was 
greater  than  the  number  of  Members 
of  the  Senate  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
at  this  time. 

The  problem  has  been  a  difficult  one, 
and  we  have  tried  to  move  toward  a  solu¬ 
tion. 

At  this  time  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  an  excerpt 
from  pages  4  and  5  of  the  report,  consti¬ 
tuting  the  portion  bearing  on  this  ques¬ 
tion. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpt 
from  the  report  (No.  980)  was  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
Chapter  IX.  Commerce  and  Belated  Agencies 
civil  aeronautics  administration 
Construction  anci  development,  additional 
Washington  airport 

The  .evidence  presented  to  the  committee 
in  the  course  of  hearings  on  this  matter 
clearly  indicates  that  Washington  National 
Airport  airspace-congestion  problems  are  in 
large  part  due  to  the  proximity  of  military 
flying  activities.  In  addition  to  the  conges¬ 
tion  created  by  fight  activities  at  Andrews 
Air  Force  Base,  Bolling  Air  Force  Base,  Ana- 
costia  Naval  Air  Station,  and  smaller  instal¬ 
lations  at  Quantico  and  Fort  Belvoir,  restric¬ 
tions  on  airspace  utilization  are  created  by 
the  Quantico  gunnery  and  rocket  range  and 
the  Dahlgren  danger  area. 


Testimony  discloses  that  the  Burke  site  is 
14 y2  miles  from  Washington  National  Air¬ 
port.  The  Systems  Engineering  Team  of  the 
Office  of  Aviation  Facilities  Planning,  the 
White  House,  in  their  plan  for  Mod¬ 
ernization  '  of  the  National  System  of 
Aviation  Facilities  dated  May  6,  1957,  rec¬ 
ommend  "spacing  between  airports  *  *  * 
on  the  order  of  16  miles."  The  effect  of  the 
proximity  of  the  Burke  site  to  the  Washing¬ 
ton  National  Airport  would,  as  stated  in  the 
CAA  Technical  Developent  Report  No.  187  of 
November  1952,  “interfere  with  the  west  hold¬ 
ing  stack  presently  adopted  for  Washington 
National  Airport  and  will  probably  require 
that  the  Washington  National  Airport  ap¬ 
proach  system  revert  back  to  a  one-stack 
operation  *  *  *  this  change  would  reduce 
the  acceptance  rate  of  the  Washington  Na¬ 
tional  Airport  somewhat  *  • 

This  would  mean  that  under  instrument 
flight  rule  operations  that  Washington  Na¬ 
tional  Airport  operations  would  be  reduced 
because  operations  would  work  through  one, 
instead  of  the  present  two,  stacking  areas. 

Opposition  to  the  Burke  site  was  strongly 
presented  by  members  of  the  Fairfax  County 
Board,  school  board  officials,  members  of  the 
county  planning  commission,  the  two  Sena¬ 
tors  from  the  State  of  Virginia,  and  the 
Member  of  Congress  representing  the  dis¬ 
trict.  It  is  apparetnt  that  such  opposition 
may  stem  in  large  part  from  the  lack  of  con¬ 
sultation  with  the  local  authorities  which 
was  prescribed  by  section  2  of  Public  Law 
782  of  September  7,  1950.  Such  opposition 
stemmed  also  from  the  apparent  effect  of  the 
selection  of  the  site  at  Burke  upon  the  de¬ 
velopmental  program  of  the  county  planning 
commission  and  other  impact  upon  the  com¬ 
munity,  particularly  with  respect  to  the  jet 
noise  factor.  At  the  time  of  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  (1950)  and  subsequent  site  selection, 
propeller  aircraft  were  contemplated  using 
the  facility;  the  present  situation  is  one 
where  the  facility  would  be  serving  commer¬ 
cial  jets,  expected  to  be  operating  in  the 
near  future. 

With  respect  to  other  nearby  areas,  such 
as  Chantilly  and  adjacent  areas  of  Loudon 
County,  there  was  little  evidence  of  local 
opposition. 

Just  yesterday  the  President  approved 
Public  Law  133,  the  Airways  Modernization 
Act  of  1957,  creating  the  Airways  Modern¬ 
ization  Board. 

Therefore,  the  committee  recommends  that 
the  amount  of  $12,500,000  allowed  by  the 
House  be  eliminated  from  the  bill  and  di¬ 
rects  that  the  Airways  Modernization  Board 
study  the  terms  of  Public  Law  762  of  the  81st 
Congress  and  in  furtherance  of  that  study 
investigate  and  recommend  to  the  Congress 
by  January  15,  1958,  a  site  (either  entirely 
new  or  the  remodeling  of  a  present  airport) 
that  is  in  its  opinion  suitable  for  a  new  mod¬ 
ern  airport  adequate  of  serving  the  metro¬ 
politan  area  of  Washington.  . 

It  is  the  present  sense  of  the  committee 
that  it  will  take  appropriate  steps  to  ap¬ 
prove  and  commence  the  construction  at  a 
site  for  such  an  airport  in  the  early  months 
of  1958  as  it  recognizes  the  need  for  such 
an  airport  in  the  metropolitan  area  of  Wash¬ 
ington. 

The  committee  urges  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  and  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Adminis¬ 
tration  in  considering  how  best  to  route 
air  traffic  safely  and  expeditiously  in  the 
metropolitan  area  of  Washington  to  make 
the  fullest  possible  use  of  the  Friendship 
Airport,  temporarily,  and,  if  advisable  after 
experience,  permanently. 

This  action  is  without  prejudice  with  re¬ 
spect  to  submission  of  a  request  in  the  sec¬ 
ond  session  of  this  Congress. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  also  like  to  state  that  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  chairman  of  the  Appropri¬ 
ations  Committee,  the  senior  Senator 
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from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden],  has  en¬ 
deavored  in  every  way  within  his  power 
to  get  the  governmental  agencies  in¬ 
volved  to  be  cooperative  and  to  move  in 
connection  with  this  matter.  I  believe 
it  was  last  July  that  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  addressed  a  letter  to  the  CAB 
and  the  Department  of  Commerce.  In¬ 
cidentally,  the  Department  of  Commerce 
had,  before  that  time,  already  made  a 
formal  request  of  the  CAB.  In  the  let¬ 
ter,  the  Senator  from  Arizona  stated 
that  the  Senate  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tee  believed  it  was  entitled  to  have  a  trial 
made  of  Friendship  Airport,  because 
Friendship  Airport  has  been  built  for  the 
jet  age,  and  is  closer  to  the  Nation’s 
Capital  than  some  other  airfields  are  to 
the  metropolitan  centers  they  serve. 

A  strong  demand  for  the  use  of  Friend¬ 
ship  Airport  was  made  by  the  distin¬ 
guished  senior  Senator  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  Butler]  and  the  distinguished 
junior  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
Beall  X.  Incidentally,  both  of  them 
have  been  very  helpful,  but  particularly 
the  senior  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
Butler],  because  of  his  membership  on 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce.  He  has  been  exceedingly 
active  in  trying  to  bring  this  matter  to  a 
correct  solution. 

The  two  Senators  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Byrd  and  Mr.  Robertson]  have  also 
been  very  active  and  helpful,  particu¬ 
larly  the  junior  Senator  from  Virginia, 
by  reason  of  his  membership  on  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee.  There  has 
been  no  lack  of  cooperation  there.  There 
has  been  no  lack  of  desire  to  find  an 
answer.  We  have  felt  we  were  within 
our  rights  in  seeking  information  as  to 
what  would  happen  when  heavy  move¬ 
ments  of  aircraft  were  diverted  to 
Friendship,  and  we  felt  that  the  failure 
of  both  CAA  and  CAB,  and  the  airlines, 
too,  to  make  any  movement  in  that 
direction  has  been  recalcitrance  and 
everything  else  but  cooperation. 

More  than  a  year  ago  the  CAB  started 
hearings  on  this  matter.  I  am  now  in¬ 
formed  by  the  Chairman  of  the  CAB  that 
they  have  had  their  pre-prehearings  and 
their  prehearings.  I  have  used  the  words 
to  describe  what  they  seemed  to  mean, 
from  my  standpoint,  although  they  do 
not  use  those  words.  They  expect  to 
have  a  verdict  by  next  June  if  they  have 
good  luck. 

That  is  the  kind  of  cooperation  we 
have  had  from  that  source,  and  person¬ 
ally,  I  do  not  appreciate  it.  I  think  when 
the  Chairman  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee,  passing  on  an  important 
matter  to  the  Senate  and  to  the  Nation, 
makes  a  request  of  that  kind,  he  is  en¬ 
titled  to  better  cooperation  than  he  has 
received.  We  are  not  talking  about  a  few 
nickels.  We  are  talking  about  construc¬ 
tion  which  CAA  has  estimated  will  cost 
$50  million.  If  it  is  as  wrong  on  this 
estimate  as  it  has  been  on  other  matters 
before  the  subcommittee,  the  cost  will 
be  nearer  $75  million,  which  is  the  esti¬ 
mate  stated  by  a  distinguished  Virginia 
contractor,  who  has  been  brought  into 
the  picture  by  the  two  Virginia  Senators. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  been  fighting 
in  the  Senate  on  a  two  or  three  million 
dollar  item,  represented  by  the  differ¬ 
ence  between  the  commitment  of  the 


United  States  to  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia  and  the  amount  the  Senate  finally 
approved.  That  is  chicken  feed  com¬ 
pared  to  what  we  are  talking  about 
now — an  expenditure  of  somewhere  be¬ 
tween  $50  million  and  $75  million.  We 
are  talking  about  doing  something  wholly 
at  Federal  expense,  for  the  benefit  of  a 
community  in  which  live  between  four 
and  five  hundred  thousand  people,  and 
for  the  benefit  of  a  metropolitan  area  in 
which  more  persons  live  outside  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  than  live  in  it.  I  feel 
on  that  ground  we  are  entitled  to  insist, 
as  we  do  in  this  report,  that  there  be  a 
trial  made  so  we  will  have  a  chance  to 
see  what  will  happen. 

Mr.  President,  there  has  been  a  very 
brief  trial,  because  a  few  weeks  ago 
when  there  was  repair  needed  on  a  run¬ 
way  at  the  National  Airport,  a  few  flights 
had  to  be  moved  to  Friendship.  They 
brought  those  flights  back  just  as  quick¬ 
ly  as  they  could.  I  do  not  know  why,  but 
I  “suspicioned,”  if  I  may  use  that  word, 
that  the  experiment  pleased  the  flying 
public  and  the  flying  personnel  too  well. 
A  week  later  I  flew  back  from  Florida  and 
talked  to  two  pilots  on  the  plane-  They 
told  me  they  would  much  prefer  to  use 
Friendship,  because  of  the  simplicity  of 
its  approach  procedures.  They  hoped 
we  could  work  out  an  arrangement  to 
make  greater  use  of  that  airport. 

Mr.  President,  we  went  further,  and 
requested  that  the  airlines  make  an 
analysis  of  their  ticket,  sales.  We  found 
5  of  them  in  a  1 -month  period  had  sold 
3,500  tickets  to  Baltimore  residents,  who 
came  all  the  way  from  Baltimore  to  the 
National  Airport  to  catch  planes  here. 
It  is  reasonable  to  assume  that  there 
was  a  similar  numbe'r  going  back  the 
other  way.  When  one  flies  into  the  New 
York  area  he  is  always  asked  which  area 
he  would  like  to  go  to,  and  has  a  choice 
between  various  fields.  There  has  been 
no  such  practice  in  this  area.  There 
has  been  no  effort  at  all  to  refine  the 
service  here,  at  the  only  place  in  the 
Nation  where  the  Federal  Government 
has  built,  at  its  sole  expense,  the  only 
airport,  and  which  is  now  studying  build¬ 
ing  another  one. 

The  airlines  are  my  friends.  I  trust 
them  with  my  life  about  every  week 
end.  But  they  have  been  less  than 
frank.  I  would  be  less  than  candid  if  I 
did  not  say  so.  I  think  they  can  be  co¬ 
operative,  not  to  their  hurt,  but  to  aid 
the  solution  of  this  problem. 

This  year,  when  we  are  trying  to  be 
economical,  are  we  to  assume  an  addi¬ 
tional  Federal  expense  of  from  $50  mil¬ 
lion  to  $75  million,  to  provide  the  en¬ 
tire  cost  of  constructing  a  second  airport 
for  this  metropolitan  area?  It  is  a  dis¬ 
turbing  question,  at  least  to  me. 

The  Airways  Modernization  Board  has 
been  brought  into  the  debate.  I  am  one 
of  the  Senators  who  stated  I  thought  we 
ought  to  bring  this  dispute  to  an  end; 
that  if  the  Board  made  a  real  study  of 
it  and  made  a  recommendation,  so  far  as 
I  was  concerned  I  was  through  fighting. 
I  do  not  object  to  fighting,  but  I  like  to 
have  a  more  definite  stake  involved  than 
one  of  this  kind. 

The  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Magnuson],  who  is  now  presiding  so 
graciously,  as  he  always  does,  is  one  who 


made  the  same  statement.  If  the  ac¬ 
tion  proposed  by  the  Committee  is  taken, 
we  have  the  assurance  of  early  action 
next  January.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
recommendation  of  the  Board  will  be. 
I  hope  it  will  not  come  back  with  another 
recommendation  for  Burke,  because  the 
facts  are  against  it. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
my  colleague  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Is  the  Senator  of 
the  opinion  that  if  the  Airways  Modern¬ 
ization  Board  makes  a  recommendation 
and  recommends  Burke,  it  will  end  the 
controversy,  and  that  the  CAA  can  go 
forward  with  building  the  airport  at 
Burke,  or  will  it  lead  to  further  delay? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  believe  it  will  end 
the  matter.  It  will  so  far  as  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Florida  is  concerned.  As  my 
colleague  well  knows,  we  have  enough 
matters  to  look  after  in  Florida,  growing 
as  it  is,  to  require  all  the  attention  we 
can  afford  apart  from  general  national 
and  international  matters.  This  has 
been  a  real  burden,  which  the  Senator 
from  Florida  did  not  ask  for,  but  one  of 
which  he  has  had  to  bear  a  good  part. 
So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  ready  to 
go  along  with  any  recommendation  that 
may  be  made. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  am,  of  course,  very 
well  satisfied  with  any  statement  my  col¬ 
league  makes  to  that  effect.  I  wondered 
if  in  discussions  in  the  Appropriations 
Committee,  where  the  junior  Senator 
from  Virginia  and  other  Senators  were 
present,  it  was  their  judgment  that  when 
the  Airways  Modernization  Board  made 
its  recommendations  that  would  finally 
end  the  matter,  and  there  would  then 
thereafter'  not  have  to  be  another  com¬ 
mittee  created  to  study  the  matter. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thought  this  was 
the  committee  to  end  all  committees,  but 
I  would  prefer  my  distinguished  friend 
from  Virginia  to  answer  that  question,  if 
he  cares  to  do  so,  and  I  yield  to  him  for 
that  purpose. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
committee  was  almost  unanimous  ,  in 
wanting  a  board  that  was  not  dominated 
by  travel  time  to  take  a  look  at  this  situ¬ 
ation,  because  we  had  300  pages  showing 
that  Burke  was  not  the  best  site.  We  did 
not  think  the  CAA  had  given  a  fair  and 
impartial  study  to  what  was  involved. 
We  considered  that  we  started  out  with  a 
$14  million  project.  We  did  not  have  the 
additional  language  contained  in  a  pre¬ 
vious  bill  which  provided  that  from  year 
to  year  Congress  could  appropriate  for 
improvements  and  developments  and 
that  the  building  of  a  $75  million  airport 
could  be  started.  That  is  point  No.  1. 

Point  No.  2  is  that  in  the  second  para¬ 
graph  of  the  act  of  1950,  as  the  Senator 
from  Florida  has  pointed  out,  it  was  pro¬ 
vided  that  the  CAA,  which  had  the  power 
to  select  the  site,  should  consult  with  the 
local  authorities.  The  CAA  did  not  do 
it.  It  met  at  8  o’clock  one  night,  and  be¬ 
tween  that  time  and  9  o’clock  it  decided 
the  site  was  going  to  be  Burke. 

The  committee  was  of  the  unanimous 
opinion  that  it  wanted  an  independent 
agency  to  study  the  matter  before  Con¬ 
gress  committed  itself  to  an  expenditure 
of  $75  million. 
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The  local  authorities  have  made  it 
plain  that  Burke  would  be  the  worst  pos¬ 
sible  site.  However,  the  tact  remains 
that  the  law  of  1950  provided  that  the 
CAA  has  the  authority  to  select  the  site. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  The  report  of  the 
committee  is  not  law.  The  report  is  an 
indication  that  Congress  wants  an  inde¬ 
pendent  agency  to  look  into  this  matter. 
We  believe  if  the  CAA  agrees  with  the 
recommendation  of  the  independent 
agency,  it  will  not  delay  the  matter;  but 
if  the  CAA  is  obstinate  and  says,  “We  do 
not  care  what  you  say  about  it.  We  are 
the  ones  to  make  the  decision.  We  de¬ 
cided  back  in  1950  that  it  should  be 
Burke,  and  we  are  still  in  favor  of  Burke. 
That  is  what  we  want — where  we  want 
the  new  airport.”  An  amendment  offered 
to  that  effect  would  be  legislation,  and 
I  will  make  a  point  of  order  when  the 
Senator  offers  such  an  amendment. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
my  colleague  yield  so  that  I  may  respond 
to  the  Senator  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield  for  that  pur¬ 
pose. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  was  not  offering 
an  amendment,  but  the  question  had 
arisen  whether,  if  the  Airways  Moderni¬ 
zation  Board  made  a  recommendation 
and  made  one  other  than  Burke,  but  the 
CAA,  having  final  authority,  which  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  agrees  it  has,  did 
not  go  along  with  the  Airways  Moderni¬ 
zation  Board,  would  we  not  be  right  back 
to  the  point  where  we  are  at  this  mo¬ 
ment? 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  No.  Congress  is 
still  supreme.  Congress  can  still  legis¬ 
late.  If  Congress  wants  a  site  other 
than  Burke,  Congress  can  say,  “On  all 
the  facts  and  circumstances,  we  now  leg¬ 
islate  for  some  other  site,”  and  that 
would  settle  it. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  The  Senator  would 
have  Congress  exercise  its  judgment  over 
that  of  the  CAA  with  respect  to  where  the 
airport  should  be? 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  No.  As  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  fact,  the  CAA  will  have  one  of  its 
officials  as  1  of  the  3  members  of 
the  Board,  because  the  Secretary  Of  Com¬ 
merce  would  appoint  1  member  of  the 
Board.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  would 
appoint  one  member  of  the  Board,  and, 
of  course,  he  would  say  we  cannot  take 
Andrews  Field  or  Bolling  Field.  The 
CAA  would  say  Chantilly  is  too  far  away. 
The  other  members  of  the  Board  would 
beat  on  General  Quesada’s  neck.  Does 
the  Senator  appreciate  that? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield  to  my  friend, 
the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  somewhat  con¬ 
fused  as  to  what  the  response  of  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  junior  Senator  from  Virginia 
was  to  the  question  asked  by  the  Senator 
from  Florida.  I  should  like  to  rephrase 
it  with  relation  to  one  possible  develop¬ 
ment.  Suppose  the  Airways  Moderni¬ 
zation  Board  recommends  Burke,  and 
suppose  the  CAA  recommendation  coin¬ 
cides  with  the  decision  on  Burke.  Will 
that  end  the  struggle,  or  will  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  and  his  group  continue  to 
oppose  it?  That  is  what  I  should  like  to 
know. 


Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  would  have  to  say 
that  no  matter  how  many  Quesadas  and 
boards  should  favor  Burke,  he  thinks 
they  would  be  wrong,  but  he  does  not  say 
he  would  keep  on  fighting,  because  he 
knows  when  he  is  licked. 

Several  Senators  addressed  the  Chair. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Before  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Sal- 
tonstall]  may  I  say  that  my  answer  to 
my  colleague,  the  junior  Senator  from 
Florida,  was  for  myself  only.  I  also 
stated  that  I  knew  how  various  other 
Senators  felt,  including  the  distin¬ 
guished  senior  Senator  from  Virginia.  I 
believe  the  Senator  from  Michigan  was 
in  that  category.  The  Senator  will  speak 
for  himself,  since  he  is  present  in  the 
Chamber. 

The  Senator  from  Mississippi  and 
various  other  Senators  made  it  clear 
that  they  thought  this  matter  should  be 
brought  to  an  end.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
though  I  do  not  mean  to  quote  any  other 
Senator,  I  think  the  Senator  from  Missis¬ 
sippi  was  probably  among  the  first  in  our 
special  subcommittee  to  come  to  the 
opinion  that  the  Burke  site  was  not  a 
wise  site,  and  submitted  in  place  thereof 
the  name  of  Chantilly.  I  believe  the 
Senator  was  the  first  to  approach  me  on 
that  subject. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  fi'om 
Massachusetts. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  Florida. 

If  I  may  address  the  junior  Senator 
from  Virginia,  what  appealed  to  me  very 
much  with  reference  to  the  decision  of 
the  committee  was  a  very  important 
paragraph  which  we  find  in  the  report. 
The  Senator  from  Virginia  was  present. 
I  should  like  to  have  his  comment  on  the 
matter,  because  I  think  one  of  the  things 
which  as  I  say,  convinced  me  that  the 
action  of  the  committee  was  appropri¬ 
ate,  was  the  statement  in  these  lines: 

It  is  the  present  sense  of  the  committee 
that  it  will  take  appropriate  steps  to  approve 
and  commence  the  construction  at  a  site 
for  such  an  airport  in  the  early  months  of 
1958  as  it  recognizes  the  need  for  such  an 
airport  in  the  metropolitan  area  of 
Washington. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  The  Senator  from 
Virginia  was  present.  His  distinguished 
friend,  the  Senator  from  Mississippi, 
said,  “I  am  satisfied  we  need  another 
airport.”  And- the  Senator  from  Vir¬ 
ginia  said,  “I  agree.”  The  Senator  from 
Mississippi  said,  “I  am  satisfied  it  is 
going  to  have  to  be  somewhere  in  Vir¬ 
ginia,  but  not  necessarily  at  Burke.” 
And  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  fur¬ 
ther  said,  “Would  the  Senator  from  Vir¬ 
ginia  object  to  our  putting  in  the  report 
a  statement  that  next  year,  early  in  Jan¬ 
uary,  we  are  going  to  act?”  And  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  said,  “No.  That 
is  the  proper  thing  to  do.” 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  And  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  went  one  step  further,  did 
he  not? 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Yes;  he  did.  He 
said  that  the  Senators  from  Virginia 
were  not  opposing  the  location  of  an  air¬ 
port  in  their  home  State,  but  that  they 
did  not  think  Burke  was  the  best  site, 
and  they  wanted  an  independent  judg¬ 
ment  on  that  one  point. 
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Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  And  when  the 
decision  is  made  with  reference  to  a  site, 
though  the  Senator  from  Virginia  did 
not  commit  himself  finally  to  the  site, 
he  certainly  said  he  would  be  very  much 
influenced  by  the  decision,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  He  would  have  to 
admit  that  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  thank  the 
Senator  very  much. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  make  one  further  comment 
for  the  Record. 

Soon  after  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Mississippi  made  the  suggestion  to 
me  that  he  thought  Chantilly  should  be 
carefully  studied,  I  got  in  touch  with  the 
Administrator  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Administration  and  asked  that  he  do  ex¬ 
actly  that.  I  will  say,  in  justice  to  the 
Administrator,  that  at  that  time  he  had 
to  leave  on  a  long  vacation,  which  was 
the  first  he  had  had  a  chance  to  take  in 
a  long  while. 

The  point  I  make  now,  Mr.  President,  is 
that  despite  my  keen  anticipation  and 
long  waiting  and  urgent  request,  I  re¬ 
ceived  no  reply  about  the  advantages  of 
Chantilly  and  its  qualifications  as  a  site 
until  after  the  supplemental  budget  item 
had  come  to  the  Senate  and  after  the 
hearings  had  been  set  by  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Arizona,  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  committee. 

I  should  like  to  read  the  four  “find¬ 
ings”  sentences.  Any  Senator  who 
wishes  to  may  see  the  entire  letter,  which 
includes  many  references  to  charts  and 
data.  I  do  not  want  to  include  the  whole 
letter  in  the  Record. 

There  are  a  few  paragraphs  of  inter¬ 
est: 

Actually,  It  seems  to  us  that  any  com¬ 
parison  of  the  two  sites — 

This  is  a  quotation  from  the  letter  of 
the  Administrator  of  the  CAA,  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  two  sites  of  Burke  and 
Chantilly: 

Actually,  it  seems  to  us  that  any  compari¬ 
son  of  the  two  sites  should  emphasize  four 
things  that  we  do  know  something  about: 
(a)  accessibility:  (b)  soil  conditions;  (c) 
air  traffic  control;  and  (d)  relative  cost. 
Our  discussion  of  those  four  factors  follows. 
Briefly  summarizeid,  our  findings  are  these: 

(a)  Burke  is  more  accessible  to  Washington 
National  and  to  the  District  of  Columbia 
than  is  Chantilly. 

(b)  Although  more  material  would  have 
to  be  moved  in  the  process  of  grading  the 
Burke  site,  it  is  softer,  easier  and  cheaper 
than  would  be  the  excavation  and  grading 
work  in  connection  with  the  Chantilly  site. 

The  reference  there  means  cheaper 
per  unit,  Mr.  President,  but  by  no  means 
cheaper  in  totality,  because  at  Burke  16 
million  yards  would  have  to  be  moved 
and  at  Chantilly  only  5  Vz  million  yards, 
and  that  on  a  rock  base.  Chantilly  has 
a  much  more  level  site,  and  does  not 
have  present  some  very  soft  and  un¬ 
wanted  types  of  earth  found  at  Burke. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  The  letter  comes 
from  whom? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  From  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  of  the  CAA.  The  Senator  may 
see  it  if  he  wishes.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
I  would  put  the  letter  in  the  Record 
were  it  not  for  the  fact  that  so  much  is 
keyed  to  the  maps  and  charts  which  ac¬ 
company  it  that  it  would  be  impossible 
of  understanding. 
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X  hope  Senators  will  listen  to  the  next 
item  particularly: 

(c)  Air  traffic  controlwise,  satisfactory 
patterns  and  procedures  can  be  worked  out 
for  either  Burke  or  Chantilly,  with  Chantilly 
offering  somewhat  better  possibilities  than. 
Burke. 

(d)  Ultimate  costs  would  be  approximately 
equal  for  constructing  an  airport  at  Burke 
or  at  Chantilly. 

As  to  the  last  item,  item  (d),  that  is 
the  only  statement  of  that  kind  we  have 
been  able  to  find  from  any  source.  To 
the  contrary,  the  contractor  and  the 
earth  mover  and  others  who  were  be¬ 
fore  the  committee  all  said  that  the 
construction  cost  at  Burke  would  be  a 
great  deal  larger  because  of  the  immense 
earth-moving  figures  which  were  in¬ 
volved. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  the  gist  of  the 
proposal.  Burke  has  a  little  advantage 
distancewise.  Chantilly  has  an  advan¬ 
tage — 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Moneywise. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  is  ahead  of  me.  I  was  go¬ 
ing  to  say,  first,  it  had  an  advantage  air- 
pattern-wise.  That  is  shown  in  the  first 
report,  away  baek  in  1950.  Chantilly 
was  shown  to  be  preferable  to  Burke 
from  the  standpoint  of  air  pattern,  be¬ 
cause  it  is  farther  away  from  Washing- 
tion  National  Airport. 

Mr.  jCHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Is  it  not  true  that  if 
Burke  is  selected,  in  order  to  make  the 
airport  possible  at  that  site  there  are 
places  where  the  engineers  will  have  to 
dig  70  feet  and  places  where  they  will 
have  to  fill  70  feet? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  At  Chantilly,  while  it 
would  take  7  minutes  longer  to  get  to 
the  city  of  Washington,  the  Government 
would  save  millions  of  dollars  by  reason 
of  the  terrain,  would  it  not? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect? 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  close  on 
this  matter.  I  hope  this  will  be  the  last 
time  I  shall  ever  have  to  debate  on  the 
Senate  floor  the  airport  situation  of 
Washington,  because  it  has  been  an 
onerous  duty. 

I  regret  that  the  subcommittee  was 
not  able  to  file  a  full  and  firm  report. 
The  situation  was  this:  Two  of  us  felt 
one  way  about  it;  two  of  us  felt  another 
way  about  it;  and  one  felt  still  a  third 
way. 

Mr.  President,  the  situation  was  clearly 
disclosed  to  the  full  committee  and  clear¬ 
ly  discussed  by  all  x>f  us  at  that  time, 
and  the  full  committee  knew  what  the 
situation  was.  I  do  not  think  it  would 
be  profitable  to  discuss  that  matter  now. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  no  question  at 
all  that  this  problem  can  be  solved 
through  the  means  we  have  suggested. 
Nor  is  there  any  question  at  all  that  the 
situation  is  being  eased  in  a  small  de¬ 
gree  by  the  doing  of  things  which  our 
subcommittee  got  started,  or  which  our 
able  chairman  for  the  full  committee  got 
started,  such  as  the  moving  of  MATS 
from  the  Washington  National  Airport. 


MATS  has  entirely  moved  now,  except 
for  156  operations  per  year,  which  they 
are  in  the  process  of  moving.  I  believe 
that  move  will  be  completed  by  Novem¬ 
ber  of  this  year,  according  to  reports 
from  the  Department  of  Commerce. 

In  the  case  of  Bolling,  there  is  a  move 
underway.  As  to  the  use  of  space  by 
MATS,  they  have  been  able  to  turn  back 
to  the  airport,  for  parking  and  for  other 
uses,  2  or  3  acres  of  land  which  they  had 
earlier  occupied. 

There  are  many  different  kinds  of  par¬ 
tial  solutions  which  are  underway.  None 
of  them  is  adequate,  but  they  all  seek  to 
give  a  more  convenient  operation  and 
seek  to  carry  out  an  objective  which  I 
think  my  distinguished  friend,  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Oklahoma,  will  agree  with  me  is 
one  of  the  principal  objectives,  and  that 
is  to  make  National  Airport,  which  should 
always  be  regarded  as  the  most  con¬ 
venient  and  the  most  accessible,  serve 
the  maximum  safe  traffic  load  that  it  can 
serve  from  time  to  time. 

With  reference  to  Friendship,  there 
has  been  complete  recalcitrance  up  to 
now.  We  hope  some  data  will  be  made 
available  this  fall.  Perhaps  this  ap¬ 
proach  will  not  work.  If  it  does  not 
work  at  least  we  will  know  that,  if  a  real 
trial  is  made  in  the  months  to  come. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  dislike  to  think 
that  we  would  not  differentiate  between 
a  community  which  has  done  its  full  bit 
for  itself,  with  relation  to  its  airport, 
under  national  legislation,  and  the  other 
adjoining  areas  to  Washington,  where  up 
to  now  there  has  been  no  evidence  of 
willingness  to  rise  to  community  respon¬ 
sibility. 

Mr.  President,  that  about  concludes  my 
remarks.  I  am  sorry  they  were  as  lengthy 
as  they  were,  but  it  seemed  necessary  to 
discuss  the  question  in  some  detail.  I 
think  the  two  Senators  from  Virginia, 
and  the  Representative  in  Congress 
from  that  district  of  Virginia,  all  of  whom 
I  see  in  the  Chamber,  are  thoroughly 
within  their  rights,  as  are  the  members 
of  the  board  of  supervisors  of  Fairfax 
County,  their  planning  board,  and  other 
school  board  officials,  in  taking  the  posi¬ 
tion  they  take. 

One  thing  I  have  not  mentioned  is  that 
a  new,  school  is  directly  on  the  line  of 
the  proposed  Burke  Airport,  and  would 
have  to  be  eliminated  at  Federal  expense 
if  that  proposal  went  through. 

The  other  main  line  of  flight  goes  di¬ 
rectly  over  F'airfax  High  School  and 
courthouse,  and  the  business  and  resi¬ 
dential  sections,  at  a  distance  of  some 
3Y2  miles  from  the  end  of  the  protected 
area  just  beyond  the  runway. 

I  do  not, believe  that  that  sort  of  thing 
should  be  visited  upon  a  community  of 
many  thousands  of  people,  with  thou¬ 
sands  of  schoolchildren  being  adversely 
affected.  It  seems  to  me  that  we  should 
move  to  allow  the  Board  to  consider  all 
the  factors  affecting  those  good  people, 
and  submit  to  us  a  recommendation 
based  upon  proper  consideration  of  all 
the  factors  involved. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  P/esident,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  First,  I  think  we  all 
owe  a  debt  of  gratitude  to  the  Senator 
from  Florida  for  the  very  fine  hearings 
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he  conducted  on  this  subject,  and  the 
very  thorough  way  he  went  into  it. 

As  a  member  of  the  specially  appointed 
subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations  which  considered  this  ques¬ 
tion,  let  me  add  one  word,  for  whatever 
it  may  contribute  to  some  progress  cn 
this  matter. 

This  was  more  or  less  a  new  subject  to 
me  when  we  held  the  hearings,  but  I 
was  quickly  convinced  that  Washington 
must  have  an  additional  major  airport, 
especially  to  take  care  of  jet  commercial 
planes,  and  that  the  additional  airport  is 
necessary  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
Friendship  Airport  may  be  used  to  a 
considerably  great  extent  than  at  pres¬ 
ent. 

At  all  events,  I  think  the  logical  loca¬ 
tion  would  be  in  northern  Virginia. 
After  riding  over  the  Burke  territory, 
however,  and  studying  the  area,  I  was 
convinced  that  further  consideration 
should  be  given  to  the  Chantilly  area. 
So,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  I 
thought  we  were  “burning  daylight”  and 
should  proceed  to  meet  the  situation,  I 
withheld  my  vote  in  favor  of  the  Burke 
site  until  something  further  can  be 
learned  about  Chantilly. 

The  other  day  one  of  the  witnesses 
before  the  committee  said  that  Chantilly 
was  a  suitable  location,  but  that  he 
thought  Burke  was  a  better  location. 
That  certainly  shows  that  both  of  them 
are  at  least  suitable.  I  am  glad  to  see  the 
study  started,  and  I  urged  the  full  com¬ 
mittee  to  put  positive  language  in  the 
report  indicating  progress.  I  think 
there  will  be  action  by  the  committee 
in  the  early  part  of  1958. 

I  trust  that  we  shall  have  a  clear-cut 
recommendation  on  our  table  when  we 
return  in  January.  I  am  confident  that 
the  committee  will  speedily  act  thereon. 
Like  the  chairman,  I  am  inclined  to  favor 
the  Chantilly  site.  I  certainly  would  like 
to  see  further  consideration  given  the 
subject.  I  believe,  following  the  sub¬ 
mission  of  the  report  of  the  commission, 
that  the  airport  can  be  started. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thank  my  distin¬ 
guished  friend  from  Mississippi. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Maine  [Mrs. 
Smith],  who  is  the  ranking  minority 
member  on  our  subcommittee,  missed 
no  sessions  of  the  hearings,  and  evinced 
a  very  active  interest  in  the  problem.  I 
believe  she  has  just  left  the  Chamber. 
I  believe  that  her  preferences  in  the 
matter,  if  anything,  were  stronger  than 
those  of  the  senior  Senator  from  Florida. 
Inasmuch  as  she  is  not  present,  I  shall 
say  only  this  much:  She  felt  that  we 
were  not  being  treated  fairly,  either  by 
Government  agencies  or  the  airlines,  and 
that  a  much  more  reasonable  handling 
of  this  problem  was  required  before  the 
go  ahead  signal  was  given  and  the  com¬ 
mitment  to  spend  this  huge  sum  was 
made. 

Mr.  President,  I  yield  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  commit¬ 
tee  amendment  to  strike  from  the  bill 
the  item  for  an  additional  Washington 
airport,  beginning  with  line  13  on  page 
2.  , 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  If  a  Senator  de¬ 
sires  to  vote  for  the  Burke  site,  he 
should  vote  “nay.”  Is  that  correct? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  is  correct.  A  vote  of  “yea” 
would  be  a  vote  to  strike  the  item  for 
the  additional  airport. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
committee  amendment  to  strike  from 
the  bill  the  item  for  an  additional 
Washington  airport,  beginning  on  page 
2,  line  13. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  is  open  to  further  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I 
think  there  is  one  item  which  we  should 
scrutinize  very  carefully.  I  refer  to  the 
item  beginning  in  line  21  on  page  29,  and 
extending  to  line  5  on  page  30,  appro¬ 
priating  $1  million  for  new  furniture 
for  the  new  Senate  Office  Building. 

I  spoke  briefly  on  this  subject  some 
weeks  ago.  I  think  it  should  be  gone 
into  very  carefully.  I  appreciate  the 
fine  character  of  the  members  of  the 
Senate  Commission  charged  with  this 
duty,  and  the  fine  work  of  the  Senate 
Appropriations  Committee.  But  there 
are  grave  possibilities  that  we  shall  sub¬ 
ject  ourselves  to  criticism  if  we  appro¬ 
priate  $1  million  for  furniture  in  the 
new  building. 

I  want  to  point  out,  in  the  first  place, 
that  every  Senator  already  has  a  desk 
and  equipment.  Every  clerk  has  a  desk 
and  equipment.  There  is  an  ample  sup¬ 
ply  of  typewriters.  What  the  new 
building  provides  is  space;  but  we  do  not 
need  new  furniture  to  fill  that  space.  If 
additional  furniture  is  needed,  it  seems 
to  me  that  probably  there  is  used  fur¬ 
niture  in  the  possession  of  the  General 
Services  Administration  lying  around 
Washington  that  could  be  used.  To  pro¬ 
vide  another  $1  million  would  mean  that 
we  would  be  giving  each  of  the  40  or  50 
Senators  who  will  move  into  the  new 
building  $20,000  to  $25,000  to  equip  his 
office,  and  also  to  provide  for  the  new 
hearing  rooms  when,  as  a  matter  of  fact. 
Senators  already  have  equipment  and 
furniture  which  could  be  moved  in.  So 
personally  I  shall  vote  against  this  com¬ 
mittee  amendment,  and  I  hope  that  it 
may  be  voted  down.  If  it  is  voted  down, 
I  think  perhaps  we  can  propose  an 
amendment  to  make  the  amount  $500,- 
000,  or  such  smaller  sum  as  the  commit¬ 
tee  may  desire.  But  I  warn  Members 
of  this  body  most  solemnly  we  shall  be 
exposing  ourselves  to  grave  criticism  if 
we  appropriate  an  additional  $1  million 
for  new  furniture,  when  the  furniture 
we  already  have  in  our  offices  is,  for  all 
practical  purposes,  adequate. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  no  one 
respects  the  Senator  from  Illinois  more 
than  i  do.  I  like  his  sincerity  of  pur¬ 
pose.  But  Congress  has  taken  action. 
It  passed  a  bill  to  finish  construction 
of  the  new  Senate  Office  Building.  It 
passed  a  bill  to  refurbish  the  old  Senate 
Office  Building.  I,  as  chairman  of  the 
commission  for  the  Senate,  am  trying 
only  to  carry  out  my  duties  under  those 
two  measures. 

It  is  true  that  we  could  move  furni¬ 
ture  from  the  old  Senate  Office  Building 


to  the  New  Senate  Office  Building;  but 
every  time  we  take  old  furniture  from 
the  old  Senate  Office  Building,  it  will 
have  to  be  replaced. 

No  one  wishes  to  waste  a  single  penny. 
It  is  true  that  there  is  furniture  in  the 
old  Senate  Office  Building  which  could 
be  moved  to  the  new  Senate  Office 
Building.  I  hope  my  good  friend  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  will  go  to  the  new 
Senate  Office  Building,  and  if  he  wishes 
to  take  his  furniture  with  him,  we  shall 
try  to  make  it  available  to  him  at  any 
time. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me  for  a  moment? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Not  at  this  time. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  Senator  men¬ 
tioned  my  name. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  mentioned  the  name 
of  the  Senator,  but  he  mentioned  my 
name  before  that.  Let  the  Senator  be 
patient. 

If  we  take  the  furniture  from  the  old 
Senate  Office  Building — and  I  hope  my 
good  friend  from  Illinois — no  names 
mentioned — will  go  to  the  new  Senate 
Office  Building  and  take  his  furniture 
with  him — it  will  be  in  accordance  with 
the  wishes  of  Senators.  As  chairman  of 
the  Building  Commission  of  the  Senate, 
I  have  written  a  letter  to  every  Senator 
concerned  asking  whether  or  not  he 
wished  to  take  his  present  furniture 
with  him.  If  so,  well  and  good. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  am  sorry,  but  I  did 
not  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois - 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  was  going  to 
try  to  help  the  Senator  a  little. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  No;  I  do  not  need  any 
help.  Inasmuch  as  I  did  not  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois,  I  must  decline  to 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusets. 

We  are  going  to  help  Senators  take 
their  furniture  when  they  move  to  the 
new  Senate  Office  Building.  I  wrote  a 
letter  to  every  Senator — 94  besides  my¬ 
self — asking  if  they  wanted  to  keep  their 
own  furniture.  If  they  want  it,  they 
can  keep  it.  But,  after  all,  we  do  have  a 
responsibility.  Why  should  I  take  a 
beating  on  furnishing  the  new  Senate 
Office  Building?  In  the  OkTOffice  Build¬ 
ing  possibly  45  Senators  will  remain,  and 
the  others  will  go  to  the  new  building. 
What  are  we  going  to  do?  Are  we  go¬ 
ing  to  leave  Unfurnished  rooms?  Is  it 
the  responsibility  of  those  who  have  been 
authorized  to  do  something  about  it,  to 
take  care  of  the  matter?  Are  we  going 
to  do  it,  or  not? 

I  am  sending  to  the  desk  an  amend¬ 
ment  with  reference  to  what  we  have 
been  authorized  to  do.  We  have  au¬ 
thorized  by  law  that  at  least  five  rooms 
shall  be  provided  for  each  and  every 
Senator  in  the  Old  Senate  Office  Build¬ 
ing.  We  are  trying  to  comply  with  that 
authorization  of  the  law. 

Accordingly,  the  Architect  of  the 
Capitol,  who  is  the  authorized  agent  of 
the  Senate  in  matters  of  this  nature,  has 
been  directed  to  provide  five  rooms  for 
each  Senator  who  remains  in  the  old 
Senate  Office  Building. 

I  send  the  amendment  to  the  desk  and 
ask  that  it  be  stated. 


August  19 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Morton  in  the  chair).  The  amend¬ 
ment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  30,  line 
15,  after  the  colon,  it  is  proposed  to  strike 
out  the  proviso  beginning  with  the  word 
“ Provided ”  and  ending  on  line  20  with 
the  word  “Capitol”  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  the  following: 

Provided,  That  the  funds  herein  appro¬ 
priated  may  be  expended  only  for  such  work 
as  can  be  done  by  the  force  of  the  Architect 
of  the  Capitol,  except  that  not  to  exceed 
$20,000  of  such  funds  may  be  expended  on  a 
personal  service  contract  basis  for  consulting 
architectural  and  engineering  services  for 
preparation  of  preliminary  plans  and  esti¬ 
mates  of  cost  heretofore  completed. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  On  August  16  the  Archi¬ 
tect  of  the  Capitol  addressed  a  letter  to 
the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations,  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
l Mr.  Hayden].  It  reads,  in  part,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

August  16, 1957. 

Hon.  Care  Hayden, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Appropriations, 
United  States  Senate. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Chairman:  The  supplement¬ 
al  appropriation  bill,  1958,  H.  R.  9131,  as 
reported  by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations  on  August  15,  1957,  contains  the 
following  item: 

“Remodeling,  Senate  Office  Building:  To¬ 
ward  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  act 
of  July  10,  1957  (Public  Law  85-95,  85th 
Cong.),  authorizing  the  enlargement  and  re¬ 
modeling  of  Senators’  suites  and  structural, 
mechanical,  and  other  changes  and  improve¬ 
ments  in  the  existing  Senate  Office  Build¬ 
ing  to  provide  improved  accommodations  for 
the  United  States  Senate,  $250,000,  to  be  ex¬ 
pended  by  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  under 
the  direction  of  the  Senate  Office  Building 
Commission  and  to  remain  available  until 
expended:  Provided,  That  the  funds  herein 
appropriated  may  be  expended  only  for  such 
work  as  can  be  done  by  the  force  of  the  Archi¬ 
tect  of  the  Capitol  and  that  no  part  of  such 
funds  may  be  expended  for  planning  by  archi¬ 
tects  or  engineers  not  on  the  staff  of  the 
Architect  of  the  Caitol.” 

The  Senator  from  Arizona  may  wish 
to  make  a  statement. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Some  consulting  archi¬ 
tects  must  be  engaged.  That  is  why  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexcio  proposes  to  take  $20,000  of  the 
$250,000  f6r  consulting  architects.  It  is 
a  proper  amendment,  and  I  accept  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  MrrPresident,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  will  state  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Do  I  understand  cor¬ 
rectly  that  what  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  is  proposing  is  to  the  commit¬ 
tee  amendment  on  page  30,  lines  15  to  20? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  It  is  to  strike  out  the 
proviso  on  page  30,  line  15,  reading: 

Provided,  That  the  funds  herein  appropri¬ 
ated  may  be  expended  only  for  such  work  as 
can  be  done  by  the  force  of  the  Architect 
of  the  Capitol  and  that  no  part  of  such  funds 
may  be  expended  for  planning  by  architects 
or  engineers  not  on  the  staff  of  the  Architect 
of  the  Capitol. 

And  insert  language  in  lieu  thereof. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  If  that  amendment 
is  adopted,  does  it  mean  that  the  whole 
amendment,  beginning  on  line  21,  page 
29,  to  line  20,  page  30,  will  be  adopted? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  No;  it  is  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  a  committee  amendment. 
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1957. 

TJie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  All  the 
committee  amendments  have  been 
agreed  to  en  bloc,  including  the  amend¬ 
ment  beginning  at  line  21,  page  29,  with 
the  right  given  to  any  Senator  to  offer 
amendments  to  the  ones  adopted  en  bloc. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry.  Am  I  to  understand 
that  we  have  already  approved  an  appro¬ 
priation  of  $1  million? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  It  is  subject  to  the 
right  of  any  Senator  to  amend  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  move  to  strike  out 
the  figure  of  $1  million  on  line  4  of 
page  30  and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$500,000.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
pending  amendment  is  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
LMr.  Chavez]. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  move  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate  reconsider  the  vote  whereby  the 
committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  As  I  see  it,  there  is  no 
objection  to  adopting  the  $20,000  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico.  I  would  suggest  that  the  Senate 
take  action  on  that  amendment. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  am  delighted  to 
yield. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  I  note  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator  is  limiting  the  use  of  that  money 
with  respect  to  the  payment  of  archi¬ 
tects  who  are - 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Employees  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  He  is  limiting  the 
money  to  payment  of  architects  who  are 
now  employees  of  the  Senate.  Did  the 
Senator  come  to  that  conclusion  because 
of  what  he  believes  to  be  the  inordinate 
charges  made  by  outside  architects? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  With  regard  to  inordi¬ 
nate  charges,  I  should  like  to  tell  the 
Senator  that  the  Commission,  of  which 
I  am  a  member,  has  in  its  membership 
also  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Sparkman],  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr.  Kerr],  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  [Mr.  Green],  the  Senator  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Johnson],  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges],  the  Sen- 
tor  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Mundt], 
and  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
Malone].  They  passed  on  this  subject 
matter,  and  they  are  not  scared  by  any 
newspaper  stories.  We  are  not  buying 
an  $800  stepladder  for  the  Senator  from 
Ohio;  nothing  at  all  like  that.  We  are 
not  going  to  buy  him  an  $800  desk. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  The  purpose  of  put¬ 
ting  the  question  is  gathered  from  page 
382  of  the  hearings,  where  it  is  shown 
that  in  the  building  of  structures  for  the 
Air  Force  Academy  architects  will  be 
paid  $8,900,000  on  an  anticipated  ex¬ 
penditure  of  $118  mililon,  and  that  that 
$8,900,000  in  architects’  fees  is  predi¬ 
cated  upon  a  6-percent  fee  for  plans 
and  specifications  and  a  3 -percent  fee 
for  inspection. 

My  inquiry  is  whether  the  limitation 
on  the  use  of  the  fund  for  architects 
engaged  is  the  consequence  of  the  belief 
that  in  the  hiring  of  outside  archi¬ 
tects  the  fees  charged  are  greater  than 
justified. 


Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  should  like  to  say  to 
my  good  friend  from  Ohio  that  that  was 
not  the  reason,  but  it  could  be  a  good 
reason.  By  the  grace  of  the  United 
States  Senate,  I  happen  to  be  a  member 
of  the  Board  of  Visitors  from  the  Senate 
to  the  Air  Force  Academy.  Some  of  the 
fees  the  Senator  talks  about  now - 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  I  wish  to  pay  tribute 
to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Let  me  tell  the  Senator 
this:  It  was  American  business  at  its 
best,  and  they  put  it  over. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  The  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  developed  this  thought  in 
his  questions  during  the  hearings.  He 
put  certain  questions  about  architects’ 
fees,  and  from  those  questions  I  gath¬ 
ered  that  he  was  dissatisfied  with  what 
was  being  done. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  We  were  dissatisfied 
with  what  the  architects  were  getting. 
The  junior  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr. 
Allott]  is  a  member  of  the  Board  of 
Visitors  to  the  Air  Force  Academy.  We 
did  not  like  the  fees.  However,  there 
were  Philadelphia  architects  involved. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  would  say,  as 
one  member  of  the  Committee  on  Appro¬ 
priations  who  heard  the  testimony,  that 
the  $20,000  was  decided  on  for  this 
reason : 

The  original  amendment  called  for  ap¬ 
proximately  $500,000  for  the  architect's 
plans  and  specifications,  to  remodel  the 
old  Senate  Office  Building — the  one  now 
in  use — at  an  expense  of  approximately 
$7,250,000. 

The  committee  felt  that  it  did  not  want 
to  begin  with  any  such  expensive  plans 
at  this  time.  So  the  committee  said  it 
would  stop  that  planning,  and  would 
appropriate  $250,000  for  the  Architect  of 
the  Capitol,  Mr.  Stewart,  and  his  assist¬ 
ants,  so  they  could  arrange  to  have  the 
doors  cut  and  to  have  the  plumbing  ad¬ 
justed  properly,  and  so  forth,  as  may  be 
necessary.  But  there  will  be  no  plans  to 
put  the  wiring  underground,  install  new 
lighting,  and  so  forth. 

The  situation  is  that  the  Architect  of 
the  Capitol,  Mr.  Stewart,  had  spent  $20,- 
000  in  drawing  up  the  plans  and  specifi¬ 
cations.  Ultimately,  when  we  decide  to 
remodel  the  old  Senate  Office  Building, 
those  plans  and  specifications,  which  by 
then  will  have  been  paid  for,  will  be  of 
value.  But  if  the  item  of  $500,000  for 
plans  is  eliminated,  the  Architect  will 
have  no  means  with  which  to  pay  for  the 
work  which  already  has  been  done. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  That  is  the  rea¬ 
son  for  the  $20,000.  In  that  way,  we 
shall  purchase  the  plans  which  will  be 
used  when  we  decide  to  remodel  the  old 
Senate  Office  Building. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  correct. 

Furthermore,  let  me  say  to  my  good 
friend,  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Lausche],  that  although  it  is  perfectly 
proper  for  him  to  object,  yet  he  must 
realize  that  when  the  Senate  and  the 
House  of  Representatives  pass  a  bill 
placing  on  the  Senate  Office  Building 


Commission  the  responsibility  of  re¬ 
furbishing  the  old  Senate  Office  Building, 
that  responsibility  is  not  easy  to  meet. 

Furthermore,  it  is  more  expensive  to 
remodel  an  old  building  than  it  is  to  con¬ 
struct  a  new  one. 

I  do  not  know  on  what  floor  or  on  what 
side  of  the  old  Senate  Office  Building  the 
office  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio  is  lo¬ 
cated.  But  I  point  out  to  him  that  the 
original  building  had  only  three  sides: 
those  on  Constitution  Avenue — then 
called  B  Street — and  on  C  Street  and  on 
Delaware  Avenue.  The  side  on  First 
Street  was  built  only  a  few  years  ago. 
The  original  part  of  the  Senate  Office 
Building  is  approximately  45  years  old; 
and  the  plumbing,  the  electrical  equip¬ 
ment,  the  wiring,  and  so  forth,  have  de¬ 
teriorated  greatly.  That  situation  is 
what  causes  the  work  to  be  so  costly. 
Certainly  no  one  wishes  to  waste  $7  mil¬ 
lion  or  $8  million. 

Furthermore,  I  wish  the  Senate  to 
realize  that  although  the  Congress  has 
been  perfectly  willing  to  appropriate  ap¬ 
proximately  $28  million  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Justice,  on  Pennsylvania  Avenue, 
but  when  there  is  a  question  of  providing 
for  the  necessary  offices  for  Senators, 
these  seems  to  be  objection.  Yet  many 
Senators  constantly  complain  about  the 
lack  of  room.  They  need  sufficient  room 
in  which  to  be  able  to  interview  their 
constituents,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.-  Mr.  President,  I  am 
not  objecting  to  this  proposal.  I  think 
a  reading  of  the  questions  put  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  will  clearly  indi¬ 
cate  that  it  is  his  impression  that  in  the 
case  of  some  of  the  proposals  and  some 
of  the  costs — especially  in  the  case  of  the 
Air  Force  Academy — he  is  not  in  agree¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Yes.  For  instance,  I 
do  not  like  the  chapel. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  I  shall  discuss  that 
subject  later. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  handled  the  last  bill 
for  the  Department  of  Defense;  it  in¬ 
volved  approximately  $34,500,000,000. 
By  the  time  the  items  for  military  con¬ 
struction  are  included,  the  total  will  be 
approximately  $38  billion.  It  is  not  easy 
to  deal  with  such  items,  and  the  Senator 
will  be  surprised  at  the  amount  of  waste 
involved.  We  are  trying  to  do  some¬ 
thing  about  that,  because  the  total  is  too 
large. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  de¬ 
sire  to  address  myself  briefly  to  the/ 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Douglas]  to  make  a  reduction  in 
the  amendment  voted  by  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee,  which  calls  for  an  ap¬ 
propriation  of  $1  million. 

Mr.  President,  $1,350,000  was  re¬ 
quested  for  furniture  for  the  new  Sen¬ 
ate  Office  Building.  ’The  Appropriations 
Committee  voted  to  reduce  that  to  $1 
million.  That  amount  will  not  neces¬ 
sarily  have  to  be  spent;  it  is  appropriated 
for  the  Senate  Office  Building  Commis¬ 
sion  to  use  as  it  sees  fit  in  purchasing 
whatever  furniture  may  be  needed. 

In  this  connection  the  report  provides 
as  follows,  with  reference  to  competitive 
bidding: 

In  this  connection  the  committee  requests 
the  Senate  Office  Building  Commission  to  get 
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competitive  bids  for  the  furniture  and  fur¬ 
nishings  insofar  as  competitive  bidding  is 
practicable.  When  it  is  -not  practical,  then 
the  committee  urges  the  Commission  to  fol¬ 
low  the  purchases  with  utmost  care.  It  also 
believes  that  careful  thought  must  be  given 
to  the  extent  it  is  possible  to  use  furniture 
from  the  present  Senate  Office  Building  in 
order  to  have  the  best  possible  equipment 
for  both  buildings  when  they  are  fully 
equipped  and  in  use. 

That  spells  out  the  matter  in  consid¬ 
erable  detail — in  fact,  in  more  detail 
than  the  authorization  act  itself  did. 

When  the  building  is  completed,  there 
will  be  315  empty  rooms — without  Vene¬ 
tian  blinds,  shades,  draperies,  floor  cov¬ 
erings,  or  furniture.  All  of  us  realize 
that  to  purchase  the  furnishings  for  a 
room  in  a  residence  will  cost  at  least  sev¬ 
eral  hundred  dollars,  and  perhaps  $1,000. 
In  this  case  there  will  be  315  rooms,  10  of 
which  will  be  large  committee  rooms, 
large  enough  to  accommodate  witnesses, 
committee  staffs,  and  Senators.  Of 
course,  all  that  will  involve  considerable 
expenditures.  Some  of  the  pieces  of  fur¬ 
niture  will  have  to  be  made  especially  for 
that  purpose.  So  we  do  not  know  what 
the  actual  cost  will  be.  But  we  know  the 
new  building  is  needed,  and  we  know  it 
will  have  315  rooms,  which  will  have  to 
be  equipped  with  furniture.  We  have 
proposed  this  appropriation  for  the  dis¬ 
cretionary  use  of  the  Commission,  which 
is  composed  of  Senators,  who  will  use  the 
appropriation  under  the  provisions  of 
the  authorization  act.  Furthermore,  we 
have  called  for  competitive  bidding. 

Of  coui'se,  I  hope  that  nowhere  near 
$1  million  will  be  required.  But  I  may 
say  that  the  subcommittee  dealing  with 
this  matter  voted  to  eliminate  all  funds 
except  those  which  it  thought  were  prob¬ 
ably  essential,  for  items  which  should  be 
appropriated  for  now,  so  the  work  can 
be  done  with  dispatch. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Mor¬ 
ton  in  the  chair).  The  Senator  from 
Illinois  will  state  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  What  is  the  pending 
question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
pending  question  is  on  the  amendment 
submitted  by  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  (Mr.  Chavez]. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  amendment 
calls  for  striking  out  the  proviso  now  ap¬ 
pearing  on  page  30,  between  lines  15  and 
20,  and  inserting  a  new  proviso;  is  that 
correct? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  have  no  objection 
to  that  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Without  objection,  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  is  agreed 
to.  * 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  a  fur¬ 
ther  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  will  state  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  possible  to  com¬ 
bine  two  motions — namely,  a  motion  to 
reconsider  the  vote  by  which  one  of  the 
committee  amendments  was  agreed  to 
and  a  motion  to  strike  out  the  figure 


“$1,000,000”,  on  page  30,  in  line  4,  and 
to  substitute  for  it  “$500,000”? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  it  is 
not  necessary  to  move  to  reconsider. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  should  like  to  have 
a  ruling  from  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  will  state  that  it  is  not  necessary 
to  move  to  reconsider. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  When  we  requested 
that  the  committee  amendments  be  con¬ 
sidered  en  bloc,  it  was  clearly  under¬ 
stood  that  it  would  not  be  necessary  for 
a  Senator  to  move  to  reconsider,  if  he 
wished  to  offer  an  amendment  to  one  of 
the  committee  amendments. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  glad  to  be  as¬ 
sured  to  that  effect.  I  had  understood 
that  the  ruling  of  the  Chair  was  to  the 
contrary;  namely,  that,  after  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendments  were  agreed  to  en 
bloc,  a  motion  to  reconsider  would  be 
necessary. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  did  not  intend  to  give  that  im¬ 
pression  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 
The  committee  amendments  were  adopt¬ 
ed  en  bloc  with  the  understanding  that 
they  were  open  to  amendment  by  any 
Senator. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  very  glad  of 
that. 

Then,  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  on 
page  30,  in  line  4,  the  figure  “$1,000,000” 
be  stricken  out,  and  that  there  be  in¬ 
serted,  in  lieu  thereof,  the  figure 
“$500,000.” 

I  should  like  to  speak  briefly  to  that 
amendment. 

Mr.  President,  I  know  it  seems  very 
ungracious — after  the  hard  and  good 
work  done  by  the  committee  which  has 
dealt  with  the  new  office  building  and 
after  the  fine  work  done  by  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee — to  propose  that 
this  item  be  cut  in  half.  I  hope  my 
good  friends  will  not  regard  my  motion 
as  in  any  respect  an  indication  of  a  lack 
of  confidence  in  them.  Again  and  again, 
both  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  off 
it,  I  have  paid  tribute  to  the  junior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Stennis], 
whom  I  believe  to  be  one  of  the  finest 
men  who  has  ever  seryed  in  this  body. 
I  stand  by  everything  I  have  said,  about 
him;  and  my  opinion  of  the  other  Sena¬ 
tors  is  equally  as  high. 

However,  I  desire  to  point  out  that, 
although  it  is  true  that  there  are  to  be 
315  new  rooms,  there  will  not  be  any  new 
Senators;  There  will  still  be  96  Sena¬ 
tors;  and  each  Senator  and  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  his  staff  already  have  desks, 
tables,  and  so  forth.  What  we  lack  is 
space. 

I  have  been  in  the  offices  of  a  number 
of  other  Senators.  At  this  time  I  refer 
particularly  to  the  offices  of  Senators 
who  represent  large  States,  and  some  of 
whom  do  not  have  great  seniority.  I 
have  seen  the  way  in  which  their  office 
forces  are  crowded  into  three-room 
suites.  For  instance,  I  have  been  in  the 
offices  of  the  two  Senators  from  New 
York.  As  I  recall.  Senator  Lehman,  of 
New  York,  used  to  have  only  four  rooms. 
I  realize  that  the  New  York  Senators  re¬ 
ceive  more  correspondence  than  do  any 
other  Senators.  Yet,  in  the  rooms  of 
the  Senators  from  New  York,  the  desks 
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were  placed  back  to  back;  and,  as  I  re¬ 
call,  1  Senator  from  New  York  used  to 
receive  approximately  2,000  letters  a  day. 
So  what  we  need  is  more  space. 

I  have  been  very  dubious  about  having 
a  new  Senate  Office  Building.  I  do  not 
think  I  voted  for  it.  On  one  occasion 
I  voted  against  it.  When  it  went 
through,  I  did  not  vote  for  it.  But  that 
is  water  over  the  dam.  The  new  build¬ 
ing  will  permit  a  broadening  out  and  the 
giving  of  more  space  to  Senators,  par¬ 
ticularly  those  from  the  heavily  popu¬ 
lated  States.  However,  the  point  I  am 
trying  to  make  is  that  Senators  do  not 
need  proportionately  more  furniture. 
The  furniture  is  already  here.  If  more 
is  needed,  I  think  it  can  be  found  in  the 
warehouses  around  Washington,  in  the 
possession  of  the  General  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

I  am  not  going  to  pose  in  any  holier- 
than-thou  attitude,  but  since  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Mexico  made  certain  ref¬ 
erences  to  me,  I  may  say  I  do  not  wish 
to  move  into  the  new  office  building.  I 
do  not  wish  any  new  furniture.  We  will 
make  the  existing  furniture  do.  If  nec¬ 
essary,  we  will  pitch  in  and  do  any  paint¬ 
ing  job  that  is  required.  I  do  not  want 
even  a  new  wastepaper  basket  from  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  May  I  ask - 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  should  like  to  con¬ 
tinue.  The  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
did  not  yield  to  me.  May  I  continue? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  Senator  may. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  should  like  to  call 
to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  the  fact 
that  we  operate  in  a  goldfish  bowl,  and 
in  a  sense  it  is  very  good  that  we  should. 
Our  expenditures  are  subject  to  very 
close  scrutiny,  and  it  is  necessary  that 
we  not  only  be  above  reproach,  but  that, 
like  Caesar’s  wife,  we  should  seem  to  be 
above  reproach.  Mistakes  which  can  be 
made  in  good  faith  will  rebound  and  hurt 
the  reputation  of  the  entire  Senate.  I 
do  not  say  mistakes  will  necessarily  be 
made,  but  there  is  the  opportunity  for 
them. 

Personally,  I  do  not  think  it  should  be 
at  the  option  of  the  individual  Senator 
as  to  whether  he  wants  completely  new 
furniture.  That  apparently,  at  present, 
is  the  situation.  I  personally  do  not 
want  any  new  furniture.  There  have 
been  other  Senators,  I  am  sure,  who  have 
taken  the  same  position.  Now,  however, 
if  a  Senator  demands  furniture,  it  is 
proposed  to  provide  him  with  it.  No 
one  knows  quite  what  the  cost  will  be. 
I  do  not  think  this  should  be  a  matter 
for  individual  option.  I  think  we  should 
wear  out  what  we  l^ave.  I  am  not  a 
great  admirer  of  Calvin  Coolidge,  but  his 
maxim  of  “make  things  do  and  wear 
them  out”  is  much  better  than  scrapping 
good  furniture  and  getting  new  furni¬ 
ture. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  going  to  labor 
this  matter,  because  to  seem  to  be  in 
favor  of  economy  places  one  in  a  grudg¬ 
ing  position.  To  be  an  economizer  puts 
one  at  the  bottom  of  the  totem  pole,  and 
he  is  actually  regarded  as  questioning 
the  good  faith  of  his  colleagues  when  he 
wants  to  cut  down  on  the  funds  devoted 
to  the  running  of  the  Senate.  I  do  not 
want  to  overemphasise  the  importance 
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of  this  item,  but  at  least  I  think  we 
should  be  extremely  careful  about  ex¬ 
penditures  we  make  on  ourselves,  and  I 
say  that  without  reflecting  on  the  com¬ 
mittees  of  the  Senate  who  have  had  this 
job. 

Now  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator-  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  As  I  told  the  Senator 
from  Illinois,  there  is  no  one  who  re¬ 
spects  his  judgment  more  than  I  do,  and 
I  heartily  agree  with  him  on  the  gen¬ 
eral  matter  of  economy. 

A  few  years  ago  there  used  to  be  a 
different  ceiling  in  this  Chamber.  The 
ceiling  was  coming  down.  It  had  been 
in  place  for  96  years.  In  order  to  save 
a  few  thousand  dollars,  we  had  per¬ 
mitted  the  ceiling  to  deteriorate  to  the 
point  where  it  could  have  come  down  on 
the  head  of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
or  Illinois  or  New  Mexico - 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  sure  we  would 
have  gotten  a  subscription  if  it  had  fal¬ 
len  on  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  We  could  have  saved  a 
few  thousand  dollars  by  not  doing  any¬ 
thing  about  it,  but  it  was  economy  to  use 
a  little  money  in  order  to  fix  the  ceiling, 
and  thereby  possibly  save  millions  of 
dollars  in  damage. 

My  friend  from  Illinois  says  he  does 
not  want  to  go  into  the  new  building. 
He  does  not  have  to.  He  can  stay  in  the 
old  building,  and  we  can  provide  good 
space  for  him.  Whether  we  like  it  or 
not,  we  enacted  a  law,  and  that  law  is 
still  the  law  of  the  land.  I  refer  to  Pub¬ 
lic,  Law  85-95,  85th  Congress,  which  was 
Senate  bill  1429,  and  which  provides  for 
the  remodeling  of  the  Old  Senate  Office 
Building. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  May  I  say  I  am  not 
raising  a  question  about  the  remodeling 
of  the  old  Senate  Office  Building?  I 
congratulate  the  committee  on  eliminat¬ 
ing  an  appropriation  for  $7XA  million. 
I  have  not  questioned  the  amend¬ 
ment  the  committee  has  proposed  on 
that  feature.  What  I  am  questioning  is 
the  appropriation  of  a  million  dollars 
for  furniture  for  the  new  Senate  Office 
Building. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Before  the  Sena¬ 
tor  eliminates  appropriations  for  the 
old  Senate  Office  Building,  would  he 
mind  providing  for  air  conditioning  in 
my  office?  I  have  been  there  8  years, 
and  the  air  conditioning  system  has  not 
worked.  I  believe  in  economy,  but  I  do 
not  believe  in  it  at  the  expense  of  seven 
persons  who  work  in  the  back  room  of 
my  office. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  that  is  why  I  am  fight¬ 
ing  for  this  appropriation.  The  plumb¬ 
ing  in  his  building  is  45  years  old.  The 
wiring  in  his  building  is  old.  It  is  a 
wonder  there  has  not  been  a  fire  there. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY:  We  have  had  one. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  am  glad  I  have  never 
had  a  complaint - - 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Any  employer  in 
town  who  kept  his  employees  in  working 
conditions  like  those  in  some  of  these 
offices  would  be  dragged  before  a  judge 
and  put  in  jail  under  some  kind  of  con¬ 


tempt  proceedings.  Inasmuch  as  the 
Senator  says  the  building  is  going  to  be 
repaired,  I  wish  he  would  see  that  some 
new  wiring  is  put  in  my  office.  I  have 
already  blown  out  some  fuses. 

Mi’.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  who 
has  the  floor? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  May  I  interrupt  him — . 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  will  yield  for  a  brief 
period. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  will  take  it  on  my 
own  time. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  so  that  I  may  address  a 
question  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Certainly. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  I  listened  to  the  gen¬ 
eral  figures  given  by  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  about  the  new  rooms.  Mr. 
Stewart  testified  that  the  cost  of  the  fur¬ 
niture  would  be  $1,350,000.  I  am  refer¬ 
ring  to  page  873  of  the  hearings. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  On  page  874  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellender], 
asked  whether  that  sum  would  cover  all 
the  furniture  needed. 

Mr.  Stewart  answered  that  it  would. 

Now,  my  question  is,  Does  that  con¬ 
template  buying  new  furniture  for  all 
Senators? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  No,  it  does  not.  The 
general  discussion  was  that  every  Sena¬ 
tor  who  wanted  to  could  have  his  old 
furniture  transferred  to  the  new  build¬ 
ing.  There  was  further  discussion  and 
it  was  shown  that  there  would  not  be 
enough  of  it.  It  was  brought  out  that, 
with  expansion  and  more  rooms,  there 
are  more  clerks,  and  more  secretaries, 
and  new  fbrniture  is  required. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  On  page  873,  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  asked  the  ques¬ 
tion: 

What  is  the  full  amount? 

Mr.  Stewart.  $1,350,000. 

Senator  Ellender.  Will  that  cover  the  en¬ 
tire  cost  of  the  furniture? 

Mr.  Stewart.  Yes,  sir,  everything,  provided 
we  buy  all  new  furniture. 

I  judge  from  that  answer  that  the  pro¬ 
vision  of  $1,350,000  contemplated  the 
buying  of  all  new  furniture  for  every 
Senator. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Of  course,  we  reduced 
that  amount  from  $1,350,000  to  $1,000,- 
000;  but  it  does  not  cover  only  furniture. 
That  amount  covers  equipment,  includ¬ 
ing  equipment  for  a  cafeteria.  As  we 
understood,  all  such  equipment  is  in¬ 
cluded  in  that  amount.  Everything  that 
will  go  into  the  new  building,  except  the 
walls  and  windows,  will  be  included  in 
the  general  appropriation  for  furniture 
and  fixtures. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Not  only  that,  but  I 
have - 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  who 
has  the  floor? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  May  I  recapture  the 
floor  for  a  moment?  May  I  say  if  it  re¬ 
quires  $1,350,000  to  buy  new  furniture 
for  96  Senators,  and  if  we  then  appro¬ 
priate  $1  million,  it  is  obvious  that  we  are 
expecting  to  have  furniture  bought  for 
approximately  three-quarters  of  the 
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Senate.  I  submit  it  simply  is  not  needed. 
The  new  office  building  will  provide  more 
space,  but  it  is  not  necessary  that  we 
junk  three-quarters  of  the  furniture  we 
have  and  put  in  elaborate  new  equip¬ 
ment.  There  are  still  96  Senators. 

Even  if  Hawaii  and  Alaska  should  be 
admitted  as  States — as  I  hope  they  will 
be — that  would  merely  add  4  percent  to 
the  number  of  Senators. 

So  far  as  I  know,  there  is  no  added 
appropriation  for  staff.  We  shall  have 
the  same  staffs,  only  they  will  not  be 
packed  close  together  as  they  are  now. 

There  are  no  new  commitee  staff  ap¬ 
pointees.  We  simply  will  get  more 
breathing  space,  but  we  will  not  get 
more  personnel. 

It  is  not  necessary  to  go  through  the 
elaborate  process  of  buying  new  furni¬ 
ture  when  we  already  have  decent  furni¬ 
ture.  I  have  been  in  the  offices,  prob¬ 
ably,  of  half  the  Senators.  I  would  not 
say  that  the  furniture  is  rundown  and 
excessively  shabby.  If  it  were  shabby, 
that  would  be  a  mark  of  distinction 
rather  than  reproach. 

I  think  the  idea  that  public  officials 
must  have  elaborate  quarters  and  highly 
expensive  furniture  and  expensive  car¬ 
pets  is  an  abuse  of  the  principle  of  demo¬ 
cratic  simplicity,  which  we  should  fol¬ 
low.  The  fact  that  we  have  allowed  the 
departments  downtown  to  go  wild — and 
I  have  opposed  those  building  appropri¬ 
ations — is  no  reason  why  we  should  go 
wild  ourselves. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  wish  to  elabor¬ 
ate  upon  this  point,  because,  as  I  say,  it 
seems  almost  ungracious  to  stand  up  in 
this  chamber  and  propose  cheeseparing 
economies.  It  looks  niggardly.  It  looks 
as  though  one  is  a  bad  sport.  It  looks 
as  though  one  is  self-righteous.  One 
could  make  all  kinds  of  reproaches 
against  a  person  trying  to  save  some 
money.  I  am  aware  of  that. 

Nevertheless,  Mr.  President,  if  we  do 
not  set  an  example  ourselves,  how  can 
we  control  others?  People  will  point  the 
finger  at  us.  I  think  there  is  a  lot  of 
military  waste.  When  we  go  after  mili¬ 
tary  waste,  if  we  have  not  eliminated  our 
own  waste,  the  people  in  the  Pentagon 
can  say,  “Clean  up  your  own  house.”  I 
think  there  is'  a  lot  of  waste  downtown. 
Unless  we  manage  to  eliminate  our  own 
waste,  the  people  downtown  can  say, 
“Reform  yourselves  first.”  That  is  a 
pretty  good  rule — reform  yourself  first. 

I  do  not  wish  to  elaborate  upon  this 
point.  I  merely  make  the  motion  and  I 
ask  to  have  it  voted  upon. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  from 
Illinois  makes  a  very  worthy  point  with 
reference  to  furniture.  I  would  not  wish 
to  stand  in  opposition  to  that  point. 
However,  if  this  item  includes  the  cafe¬ 
teria,  I  want  to  say  something  about 
that. 

I  do  not  think  United  States  Senators 
are  entitled  to  luxury  at  all.  I  do  not 
think  very  many  people  are  entitled  to 
luxury,  unless  they  can  afford  it  and 
earn  it.  But  almost  any  form  of  life  is 
entitled  to  a  meal,  and  one  is  entitled  to 
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eat  in  a  reasonably  wholesome  sur¬ 
rounding. 

I  submit  that  the  greatest  waste  of  the 
public  time  and  funds  is  represented  by 
the  hours  spent  on  the  part  of  high- 
priced  officials  of  Government — United 
States  Senators  and  Representatives  in 
Congress — who  are  trying  to  find  a  place 
to  eat.  Hundreds  of  hours  every  day  in 
this  Capitol  are  wasted  by  offiicals  who 
are  paid  $22,500  a  year,  standing  in  line 
to  get  something  to  eat,  as  if  they  were 
in  Moscow,  queued  up  to  get  a  yo-yo. 

I  want  to  take  my  time  on  this  sub¬ 
ject.  This  is  a  long-time  gripe. 

Even  canines  are  entitled  to  the  right 
to  eat,  but  in  this  Capitol — mark  my 
words — Members  of  the  Senate  stand 
with  their  families  and  stand  with  their 
constituents  looking  around,  literally  al¬ 
most  getting  ready  to  bribe  somebody,  to 
get  a  place  to  eat,  and  when  one  does 
eat  one  is  packed  closer  than  Norwegian 
sardines  in  a  Bolivian  tin  can. 

I  resent  this  as  a  human  being.  My 
resentment  has  nothing  to  do  with  being 
a  public  official.  A  taxpayer  is  entitled 
to  more  than  that.  If  Senators  do  not 
have  any  more  regard  for  themselves 
than  that,  and  want  to  eat  like  that,  that 
is  fine,  but  they  ought  not  make  their 
constituents  do  so. 

Furthermore,  when  one  has  to  pay  75 
cents  for  a  hamburger,  the  restaurant 
ought  to  make  some  money  from  that 
sale.  I  do  not  like  to  hear  about  the 
cafeteria  losing  money.  Anyone  who 
cannot  make  money  from  a  75-cent 
hamburger  has  his  hand  in  the  register. 
It  is  utterly  impossible  not  to  make 
money  from  a  75-cent  hamburger,  par¬ 
ticularly  when  the  hamburger  gets  thin¬ 
ner  and  thinner  every  time  the  price 
goes  up. 

I  am  about  to  conclude  this  brief 
statement.  I  hope  in  this  million  dol¬ 
lars  there  is  provision  for  some  place 
for  their  constituents  to  get  a  whole¬ 
some  meal,  even  if  not  for  Senators.  I 
hope  it  will  be  provided  so  that  the 
waiters  will  not  have  to  make  a  mara¬ 
thon  run  to  deliver  the  dishes  from  the 
kitchen,  which  is  off  a  block  from  the 
restaurant. 

I  am  sure  this  is  all  provided  for  in 
the  planning.  If  the  $1  million  pro¬ 
vides  for  a  cafeteria,  may  I  say  that 
there  will  be  rejoicing  in  heaven,  for  the 
privilege  of  citizens  of  the  United  States 
who  come  to  the  Capitol  to  have  a  place 
to  eat,  just  a  simple  little  place  to  eat. 

This  is  not  the  most  profound  subject, 
but  it  does  cause  one  to  wonder  after  a 
while,  when  one  takes  his  mother  to  have 
lunch  and  waits  until  Tuesday  for  the 
lunch  ordered  on  Monday  to  be 
delivered. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  who 
has  the  floor? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  my 
colleague,  the  Senator  from  Minnesota, 
is  one  of  my  dearest  friends. 

Mr  HUMPHREY.  I  am  with  the 
senator  on  the  furniture  side  of  the 
argument. 


Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  like  the  Senator 
very  much,  and  I  do  not  wish  to  inter¬ 
fere  with  the  insatiable  pursuit  of  pro¬ 
teins  by  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

I  am  sure  the  new  building  will  be 
equipped  with  a  cafeteria,  but  I  am  talk¬ 
ing  about  furniture.  It  is  extraordinary 
that  every  time  I  start  talking  about  fur¬ 
niture  we  drift  into  something  else.  We 
talk  about  the  roof  falling  in,  or  we  talk 
about  standing  in  line  to  get  into  a  res¬ 
taurant,  or  we  talk  about  ventilation. 

What  I  am  trying  to  say  is  that  it  is 
not  necessary  to  spend  a  million  dollars 
primarily  for  furniture. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  understood  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  to  say  that  in 
the  million  dollars  was  the  amount  nec¬ 
essary  for  the  cafeteria. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect.  It  includes  the  equipment  for  the 
cafeteria. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  said  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  that  I  was  perfectly  willing  to  use 
the  desk  that  Methuselah  used — the  older 
the  desk  the  better — and  that  I  do  not 
mind  old  tablecloths  and  I  do  not  mind 
old  chairs.  All  I  am  saying  is  that  I 
should  like  to  have  a  little  space  and  a 
little  equipment  for  the  cafeteria. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  Senator  will  get 
space. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  think  the  item 
can  be  substantially  cut.  I  am  not  argu¬ 
ing  with  the  Senator  from  Illinois.  I 
think  the  Senator  from  Illinois  makes  a 
valid  point.  However,  I  do  not  think  the 
United  States  Senate  makes  greater  its 
standing  in  grandeur  or  honor  by  seeing 
if  it  can  deny  itself  the  rudiments  of 
essential  living. 

I  do  not  expect  that  we  should  have 
anything  glorious  and  good.  Perhaps  we 
could  have  paper  spoons,  but  at  least 
have  them  clean.  I  submit  that  plenty 
of  the  spoons  we  are  using  are  not  clean. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  And  Senators  should 
have  a  place  to  sit. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
ready  to  yield  the  floor.  I  hope  that  this 
amendment,  which  will  save  $500,000,  will 
be  adopted. 

Several  Senators.  Vote!  Vote!  Vote! 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
one  more  point  to  make.  I  am  going  to 
take  the  floor  in  my  own  right. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

Senator  from  New  Mexico  is  recognized. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  have  stated  hereto¬ 
fore  that  I  have  the  greatest  respect  for 
the  Senator  from  Illinois.  However,  I 
have  seen  him  here  in  the  Chamber  over 
and  over  again  make  more  speeches  and 
get  less  votes - 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  correct.  He 
does  that  more  than  anyone  I  know. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  is  eminently  correct. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  all  right.  I 
know  Illinois,  and  I  know  New  Mexico. 

Let  us  talk  about  this  bill.  Who 
passed  the  bill  to  refurbish  the  old  Sen¬ 
ate  Office  Building?,  Congress  did  that. 
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The  Senate  did  its  part.  Is  there  any 
responsibility  under  that  law  to  carry  it 
out? 

We  wanted  to  do  this  properly.  The 
Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Thye] 
propounded  a  question  to  Mr.  Stewart. 

I  will  frankly  state  what  I  did.  I  took 
a  poll  of  my  office  staff  in  order  to  get  a 
general  idea  what  their  opinions  were,  and 
they  were  predominantly  in  favor  of  new 
furniture  if  they  would  be  of  the  group  that 
would  go  into  the  new  office. 

No  one  has  to  take  new  furniture.  As 
a  result  of  that,  every  Senator  received 
a  questionnaire,  to  determine  whether 
he  wanted  new  furniture.  If  my  good 
friend,  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  wants 
to  take  his  old  furniture  with  him,  we 
will  even  refurbish  it  for  him.  We  will 
fix  it  up  nicely,  so  that  he  can  take  it 
to  the  new  building. 

Accommodations  are  being  provided 
in  the  new  buildings  for  committee  and 
staff  rooms  for  12  of  the  15  standing 
committees  of  the  Senate. 

Why  did  the  Senate  pass  the  bill? 
Why  did  we  spend  $22.6  million  for  the 
building  if  we  wanted  to  have  empty 
rooms,  including  committee  rooms? 

The  315  office  rooms  include  forty  5- 
room  suites  for  the  use  of  the  Senators 
and  their  senatorial  staffs.  That  might 
be  wrong,  but  it  is  still  the  law.  We 
provided  the  money. 

'®he  Senator  will  realize,  of  course, 
that  an  authorization  for  a  building,  or 
for  work  on  the  Mississippi  River  is  of 
no  value,  unless  we  provide  the  money 
with  which  to  carry  on  the  project. 
That  is  what  we  did. 

In  answer  to  the  questionnaire  sent 
to  each  Senator,  46  expressed  a  desire  to 
have  a  5 -room  suite  in  the  new  build¬ 
ing.  Thirteen  desired  to  remain  in  the 
old  building,  and  16  were  undecided. 

Mr.  ELLENDER  stated,  “I  am  one  of 
those  16.” 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  know  that  is  the  way 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  feels.  Any 
Senator  who  wants  to  stay  in  the  old 
building  can  stay  there.  No  one  is  trying 
to  force  him  to  move. 

What  are  we  going  to  do  with  the 
old  building?  We  are  talking  about 
$22.6  million.  Are  we  going  to  use  the 
building,  or  will  we  have  it  there  with 
empty  rooms?  All  we  are  asking  to  do 
is  to  have  the  Congress  or  the  Senate 
tell  us  what  to  do.  We  think  the  money 
included  in  this  bill  is  proper  for  this 
session. 

I  will  say  this  to  my  good  friend,  the 
Senator  from  Illinois:  I  hope  we  do  not 
spend  more  than  $250,000.  If  we  do  not 
need  the  money,  it  will  not  be  spent.  I 
assure  the  Senator  of  that  fact. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Will  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi,  who  is  on  the  committee, 
answer  some  questions  for  me,  please? 

On  page  875  of  the  record,  at  the  bot¬ 
tom  of  the  page,  I  find  a  statement  by 
Mr.  Stewart  as  follows : 

Mr.  Stewart.  Now,  percentagewise  on  the 
new  furniture,  72  percent  of  the  75  Senators 
were  in  favor  of  it,  and  on  the  moving  into 
the  new  buiiding*there  were  61  percent  of 
the  Senators  replying  to  the  questionnaire,  or 
46,  that  wanted  to  move  over  there. 
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Did  the  fact  that  72  percent  of  the  75 
Senators  indicated  they  wanted  new  fur¬ 
niture  move  the  committee  to  recom¬ 
mend  the  $1  million  appropriation? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  As  a  whole,  we  consid¬ 
ered,  first,  general  services  to  Senators, 
the  public,  and  everyone  else.  For  ex¬ 
ample,  the  building  includes  an  audi¬ 
torium,  which  will  serve  somewhat  the 
same  purpose  as  the  present  caucus 
room.  It  will  serve  everyone. 

The  cafeteria  has  already  been  men¬ 
tioned.  There  are  large  rooms,  includ¬ 
ing  the  Appropriations  Committee 
rooms,  and  rooms  for  13  other  standing 
or  subcommittees.  All  those  rooms  must 
be  furnished,  and  that  is  where  some  of 
the  higher  figures  come  in.  The  building 
will  not  accommodate  more  than  from  40 
to  44  Senators,  so  all  Senators  are  not 
going  to  move  into  it.  A  great  number 
of  committee  staffs  will  go  into  the  com¬ 
mittee  rooms.  Many  of  the  larger  sums 
would  be  taken  up  by  those  items.  But 
I  have  no  exact  picture  in  mind  of  any 
particular  number.  I  was  thinking  in 
terms  of  giving  some  discretion  to  the 
Senate  Office  Building  Planning  Com¬ 
mission,  with  reference  to  buying  furni¬ 
ture. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  For  how  many  Sena¬ 
tors  would  the  $1  million  provide 
completely  new  furniture? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  estimate  for  com¬ 
pletely  new  furniture  for  whatever  num¬ 
ber  of  Senators  would  be  permitted  to 
move,  plus  all  the  committee  rooms  and 
the  other  facilities  I  have  mentioned, 
was  $1,350,000.  A  reduction  was  made 
to  $1  million;  as  I  have  explained. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Ohio  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  in  order  that  I  may  ad¬ 
dress  a  question  to  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi? 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  I  shall  yield  the  floor 
in  a  moment. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  subscribe  to 
the  words  uttered  by  the  Senator  from 
Illinois.  We  cannot  expect  to  obtain 
economical  administration  from  the 
various  departments  of  Government  and 
from  our  employees,  unless  the  chief 
shows  a  determination  to  be  prudent.  In 
my  opinion  nothing  worse  could  be  done 
by  the  Senate  than  to  set  a  bad  example 
in  the  matter  of  husbanding  the  moneys 
entrusted  to  our  care  by  the  taxpayers  of 
the  United  States. 

This  is  only  a  small  item,  but  my  ex¬ 
perience  has  definitely  pointed  out  to  me 
that  if  we  want  our  clerks,  our  secre¬ 
taries,  and  our  janitors  to  be  prudent,  we 
ourselves  should  be  prudent.  It  makes 
no  difference  what  Senators  say  on  this 
floor.  The  fact  is  that  the  people  of  the 
United  States,  who  are  bearing  the  cost 
of  government,  will  not  subscribe  to  the 
idea  that  merely  because  we  have  a  new 
building,  each  one  of  us  must  have  new 
furniture.  If  we  are  to  speak  of  econ¬ 
omy,  and  then,  by  deed  and  example, 
proclaim  for  all  to  see  that  the  words  are 
mere  utterances,  and  never  intended  to 
be  translated  into  reality,  we  render  a 
disservice. 

I  think  these  items  are  significant 
items. 


In  this  connection,  there  was  a  discus¬ 
sion  of  the  buying  of  furniture  for  the 
Army  Air  Force,  especially  custom-made 
furniture.  How  can  we  tell  them  to 
come  down  to  earth  if  we  are  flying  up 
in  the  skies? 

I  subscribe  fully  to  the  position  taken 
by  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  address  2  or  3  questions  to  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Stennis], 
who  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with  report¬ 
ing  the  bill. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  shall  be  glad  to  try 
to  answer  them. 

Mr.  KERR.  The  intimation  has  been 
made  on  the  floor  that  we  seek  to  appro¬ 
priate  money  to  buy  new  furniture  for 
all  96  Members  of  the  Senate.  I  ask  the 
Senator  if  it  is  not  a  fact  that  the  pro¬ 
gram  provided  for  in  the  bill  is  to  pur¬ 
chase  new  furnishings  only  for  the  new 
offices  in  the  new  building? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Of  course,  the  Sena¬ 
tor  is  correct.  All  the  new  furniture 
covered  by  the  bill  pertains  to  the  new 
building. 

Mr.  KERR.  And  all  Senators  who 
remain  in  the  old  building — and  that  will 
be  at  least  half  the  total  number  of  the 
membership  of  this  body — will  continue 
to  use  the  furnishings  in  the  old  build¬ 
ing,  will  they  not? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect.  Nothing  is  contemplated  in  the 
way  of  new  furniture  for  Senators  re¬ 
maining  in  the  old  building.  Inciden¬ 
tally,  my  election  so  far  is  to  remain  in 
the  old  building. 

Mr.  KERR.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that,  so 
far  as  furniture  for  Senators  in  the  new 
building  is  concerned,  we  provide  only 
one  chair  for  each  Senator  who  is  to 
move  there? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  KERR.  The  other  furnishings 
which  will  be  there  will  be  for  the  office 
help,  the  public,  and  constituents. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  KERR.  Is  it  the  idea  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  to  provide  facilities  which  will 
expedite  the  handling  of  the  business  of 
Senators — facilities  for  constituents  who 
come  here,  and  for  the  staffs  which  take 
care  of  the  services  requested  by  the 
constituents? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  That  is  the  sole  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  plan.  The  Senator  has  cor¬ 
rectly  stated  the  situation. 

Mr.  KERR.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the 
$1  million  is  not  for  Senators’  furniture 
alone,  but,  as  the  Senator  has  said,  to 
provide  facilities  in  the  building? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  KERR.  Will  there  not  be  a  school 
there  for  the  pages  of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect.  The  new  building  will  include  a 
pages’  school,  which  will  require  school¬ 
room  equipment,  chairs,  desks,  and  items 
of  that  kind. 

Mr.  KERR.  There  will  also  be  an 
auditorium,  where  committee  meetings 
and  hearings  on  questions  of  wide  public 
interest  can  be  held,  and  where  substan¬ 
tial  room  can  be  made  available  for  con¬ 
stituents  who  have  an  interest,  and  wish 
to  attend  the  hearings. 
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Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  from 
Mississippi  believes  that  a  major  part  of 
the  money  actually  spent  will  be  for  fur¬ 
nishing  committee  rooms,  subcommittee 
rooms,  and  conference  rooms,  together 
with  the  offices  which  go  with  them. 
That  was  one  of  the  main  original  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  building,  to  serve  the  Senate. 

Mr.  KERR,  is  it  not  a  fact  that  ac¬ 
tually  a  good  deal  less  than  5  percent  of 
the  amount  will  be  spent  for  furniture  to 
be  sat  in  or  handled  by  Senators  them¬ 
selves? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  A  very  small  per¬ 
centage  of  it  will  actually  come  in  con¬ 
tact  with  Senators,  or  be  in  the  rooms  of 
Senators.  This  is  an  estimate  which 
provides  money  which  the  Commission 
can  spend,  but  is  not  required  to  spend. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  in¬ 
asmuch  as  I  was  engaged  in  this  col¬ 
loquy,  I  wish  to  state  my  position 
clearly. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Minnesota  is 
not  asking  for  even  as  much  as  a  new 
pencil  sharpener,  much  less  than  any 
new  furniture.  But  I  say  again  that  I 
do  not  think  it  is  becoming  of  this  body 
to  equip  itself  in  such  a  manner  that  it 
cannot  do  its  work. 

I  am  perfectly  willing  to  go  on  record 
as  saying  that  there  are  literally  hun¬ 
dreds  of  lost  hours  of  work  because  of 
the  inadequacy  of  facilities  of  the 
United  States  Senate  to  accommodate 
employees  and  constituents. 

My  office  has  a  space  less  than  9  feet 
long  and  4  feet  wide  to  take  care  of  con¬ 
stituents  who  come  to  visit  me.  While 
they  are  not  coming  in  great  numbers — 
we  average  about  35  a  day  from  my 
State — many  others  come  in.  It  is  im¬ 
possible  to  find  places  for  them  to  sit  or 
to  be  received.  There  are  three  chairs 
in  the  waiting  room.  One  of  them  be¬ 
longs  to  me.  The  other  two  belong  to 
the  Government.  I  would  be  glad  to  buy 
2  chairs,  and  require  the  Government  to 
buy  only  1. 

All  I  am  asking  for  is  adequate  facili¬ 
ties.  The  Senator  from  Illinois  has  said 
that  the  space  problem  is  not  involved. 

I  understood  that  the  $1  million  was 
not  to  buy  a  new  desk  for  a  Senator,  as 
such;  not  to  buy  new  typewriters;  not  to 
buy  new  carpeting,  except  insofar  as 
new  carpeting  is  necesary  for  the  new 
offices.  I  understood  that  most  of  the 
proposed  sum  was  to  go  for  general  facil¬ 
ities  to  equip  the  building,  and  not  for 
the  individual  comfort  of  an  individual 
Senator,  even  though  that  would  not  be 
such  a  bad  idea,  because  when  a  Senator 
becomes  ill,  often  he  must  go  to  the 
hospital,  and  sometimes  he  goes  to  a 
Government  hospital.  So  it  would  not 
be  wrong  to  make  it  possible  for  a  Sena¬ 
tor  to  be  comfortable,  although  I  do  not 
think  that  is  a  perquisite  of  public 
service. 

However,  I  resent  the  fact  that  my 
employees  are  made  uncomfortable.  I 
wish  to  make  a  point  of  it,  so  long  as  I 
have  the  floor.  I  have  had  to  put  7  or  8 
employees  in  a  room  equipped  for  3  or  4. 
A  number  of  them  have  become  ill.  They 
have  had  to  go  to  the  doctor,  because  the 
room  is  not  adequately  ventilated.  I 
have  complained  for  months  and  years, 
and  have  tried  to  get  air  into  the  rooms. 
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The  air-conditioning  system  does  not 
work. 

If  this  is  not  sensible,  I  should  like  to 
know  what  does  make  sense. 

Finally,  the  cafeteria  and  restaurant 
facilities  of  the  Capitol  are  an  abomina¬ 
tion.  Every  country  in  the  world  to 
which  we  give  foreign  aid  has  better 
restaurant  facilities  for  its  people  than 
does  the  Government  of  the  United 
States.  If  a  person  wishes  to  get  some¬ 
thing  good  to  eat,  he  must  go  to  the 
Methodist  Building  or  somewhere  else. 
He  need  not  look  for  it  around  the 
Capitol. 

I  am  not  complaining  about  the  people 
who  operate  the  restaurant.  They  have 
nothing  with  which  to  work.  They  have 
a  restaurant  equipped  to  serve  45,  but 
they  must  try  to  put  400  into  it.  It  re¬ 
quires  quite  a  man  to  do  that.  So  in  this 
appropriation,  if  there  is  any  way  to 
accommodate  constituents  and  taxpay¬ 
ers,  that  is  fine.  I  think  it  would  be  all 
right  even  to  put  up  a  sign,  “Senators 
not  allowed.” 

I  submit  that  when  someone  comes 
down  to  Washington  to  see  us,  we  ought 
not  to  have  to  fight  our  way  into  the 
Senate  restaurant,  like  a  Rocky  Marci¬ 
ano.  If  there  is  any  way  by  which  we 
can  do  the  job  frugally  and  prudently, 

1  suggest  we  do  it.  We  had  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  build  the  Senate  Office  Building 

2  or  3  years  ago.  If  we  had  done  that, 
we  would  have  saved  the  taxpayers  mil¬ 
lions  of  dollars.  The  longer  we  delay 
the  more  it  will  cost.  Costs  are  going 
up,  whether  we  like  it  or  not. 

I  remember  when  we  voted  on  the 
new  Senate  Office  Building.  We  held 
back  building  it  for  4  or  5  years.  In  the 
meantime  costs  have  gone  up  35  or  40 
percent,  and  we  are  taking  that  out  of 
the  backs  of  our  taxpayers.  The  time 
to  do  something  is  when  it  needs  to  be 
done. 

I  am  perfectly  willing  to  have  the 
amendment  adopted,  and  hold  back  buy¬ 
ing  any  new  desks  or  other  office  equip¬ 
ment  for  Senators.  However,  I  am  sick 
and  tired  of  the  United  States  Senate 
denying  itself  clean  forks  and  knives.  I 
am  sick  and  tired  of  listening  to  people 
say  that  the  Senate  restaurant  is  a 
sacred  cow.  It  is  about  time  that  we 
provide  proper  facilities  for  our  em¬ 
ployees.  Senators  can  be  foolish  if  they 
want  to.  That  is  their  privilege.  Per¬ 
haps  that  is  why  they  get  into  politics. 
However,  our  employees  take  literally 
hours  and  hours  and  waste  their  time, 
at  taxpayers’  expense,  waiting  to  get  a 
sandwich.  The  cost  of  the  sandwich  gets 
to  be  $10  by  the  time  an  employee  is 
able  to  get  it.  That  is  all  because  we  do 
not  have  proper  facilities  to  take  care 
of  our  own  people.  We  are  trying  to 
operate  the  Capitol  as  if  we  were  back 
in  the  days  of  William  Howard  Taft.  We 
may  still  have  some  attitudes  like  that 
around  here,  but  we  cannot  operate  the 
mechanics  of  the  Capitol  in  that  way. 

The  operations  of  the  Capitol  need  to 
be  modernized  in  every  possible  way. 
If  anything  can  be  done  to  modernize 
them,  I  am  in  favor  of  it.  We  need  more 
modern  equipment  and  modern  offices. 
In  the  long  run,  if  we  do  that,  we  will 
get  better  government.  We  will  do  a 
better  job.  It  has  all  been  long  overdue. 


That  has  been  my  view  for  a  long  time, 
although  I  have  never  expressed  it  quite 
so  vigorously  before.  However,  I  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  apparently 
we  do  not  know  how  to  bring  the  session 
to  an  end,  and  perhaps  we  spend  more 
time  on  these  little  things  than  we  do 
with  other  affairs  of  the  Government. 
What  we  ought  to  do  is  speak  plainly. 
Perhaps  we  get  a  little  more  insight  on 
the  problems  connected  with  little  things 
than  with  big  things.  We  get  a  better 
insight  into  the  little  things  with  which 
we  have  to  deal.  I  cannot  understand 
the  delay  we  have  had  in  all  these  things 
year  after  year.  Why?  It  is  because  the 
Senate  and  the  House  are  reluctant  to 
take  care  of  their  own  affairs.  They  will 
appropriate  for  the  Army  and  Navy  and 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission.  CIA  is 
building  a  great  new  office  building  in 
Langley,  Va.  It  is  to  cost  millions  of  dol¬ 
lars.  That  is  for  the  cloak-and-dagger 
boys  of  the  CIA.  That  is  fine.  Then  we 
are  going  to  put  up  a  new  atomic  energy 
building  in  Maryland.  However,  the  min¬ 
ute  we  start  to  talk  about  facilities  for 
Congress,  we  become  reluctant  to  do 
anything  about  it,  or  even  to  provide  the 
facilities  which  are  required,  commen¬ 
surate  with  the  responsibilities  of  the  job. 
If  we  do  not  do  it  for  ourselves,  we  should 
at  least  do  it  for  our  secretaries  and  for 
all  our  other  employees.  I,  for  one,  re¬ 
sent  the  fact  that  there  are  not  adequate 
facilities  provided  in  the  Capitol  for  the 
public  employees  and  for  the  constitu¬ 
ents  who  come  to  visit  us. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KERR.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the 
tourists  and  visitors  who  come  to  the  of¬ 
fices  of  Senators  in  the  Capital  are  in¬ 
creasing  year  by  year? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Yes.  It  has 
reached  the  point  where  it  is  hard  for  a 
Senator  to  get  on  the  trolley  to  come 
from  the  office  building  to  the  Capitol  to 
do  his  Senate  work. 

Mr.  KERR.  Is  it  not  wholesome  for 
the  people  to  come  to  see  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  men  who  run  it,  and  in 
that  way  give  us  the  benefit  of  their 
views? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  think  it  is  the 
most  wonderful  thing  in  the  world.  I  am 
always  glad  to  encourage  our  young  peo¬ 
ple  to  come  to  the  city  to  see  the  Capital 
and  to  have  an  opportunity  to  visit  the 
great  monuments  and  museums  and  his¬ 
torical  sights  of  the  city. 

Mr.  KERR.  Has  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  tried  to  get  a  lunchroom  so 
that  he  could  have  a  group  of  high-school 
seniors  from  his  State,  for  example,  at 
lunch  in  the  Capitol? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  wish  to  say  that 
although  hope  springs  eternal  in  the  hu¬ 
man  breast,  what  the  Senator  has  men¬ 
tioned  is  beyond  hope. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  appreciate  what  the 
Senator  has  said.  I  think  it  goes  right 
straight  down  the  line.  There  is  not  the 
slightest  question  that  there  will  be  more 
people  coming  to  Washington  next  year 
than  this  year,  and  a  great  deal  more  the 
succeeding  year  than  there  will  be  next 
year.  Restaurants  and  other  facilities 
ought  to  be  provided  so  as  to  give  them 
at  least  the  ordinary  courtesies  Senators 
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would  like  to  afford  their  constituents. 
Unless  we  get  on  with  the  job,  we  will 
still  be  next  year  where  we  are  now. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  had  hoped  that  we 
would  wind  up  the  discussion  earlier  than 
this.  However  the  Senator  from  Minne¬ 
sota,  as  he  usually  does,  has  opened  up 
a  number  of  questions  which  I  believe 
need  some  comment.  The  question  is 
not  space  or  restaurants.  The  question 
is  furniture  for  the  new  office  building, 
where  five-room  suites  will  be  provided, 
as  they  will  be  in  the  old  office  build¬ 
ing.  There  will  be  provided,  as  I  under¬ 
stand,  a  reception  room,  where  we  can 
greet  our  constituents.  There  will  also 
be  provided  more  space  for  the  clerical 
staff.  That  situation  is  going  to  be  met. 
There  will  also  be  a  cafeteria.  I  hope 
my  friend  from  Minnesota  and  his  asso¬ 
ciates  and  constituents  will  enjoy  meals 
there,  and  that  they  will  suffer  neither 
from  malnutrition  nor  from  food  poison¬ 
ing.  The  question  is  whether  the  new 
suites  are  to  be  equipped  with  completely 
new  furniture.  The  Senator  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Lausche]  points  out  that  in  the  tes¬ 
timony  of  the  Architect,  at  the  bottom  of 
page  875  of  the  hearing,  it  is  shown  that 
the  new  suites  in  the  new  office  building 
are  to  be  equipped  with  new  furniture. 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  asked  a  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi,  to 
which  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  did 
not  quite  respond.  The  Senator  from 
Ohio  wanted  to  know  if  the  total  cost 
of  $1  million  could  be  broken  down  so 
that  we  could  get  the  specific  amounts  to 
be  devoted  to  the  purchase  of  new  furni¬ 
ture  in  the  new  office  building,  and  new 
furniture  in  the  old  office  building  as 
may  be  provided.  I  wonder  whether  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  has  those  fig¬ 
ures,  because  that  is  the  question  at 
issue. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  do  not  have  any 
figures  specifically  along  the  line  the 
Senator  mentions.  The  general  idea  was 
that  most  of  the  old  furniture  would  be 
required  to  be  used  in  the  old  building, 
because  it  will  continue  to  be  used  there, 
unless  Senators  now  in  the  old  building 
move  into  the  new  building  and  want  to 
take  their  old  furniture  with  them,  in 
which  case  they  could  do  so.  I  am  sorry 
that  I  do  not  have  the  exact  figures.  The 
Senator  is  referring  to  the  private  office 
of  a  Senator? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Not  merely  the  pri¬ 
vate  office.  It  is  a  suite  of  offices.  I  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Stewart 
stated  that  as  a  result  of  a  questionnaire, 
54  Senators  expressed  the  view  that  the 
building  should  be  furnished  with  new 
furniture.  That  meant  the  building,  not 
the  private  office  of  a  Senator. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  believe  there  is 
some  confusion  on  this  question.  Here  is 
what  happened.  The  Architect  of  the 
Capitol  sent  a  questionnaire  to  every 
Senator,  in  which  this  question  was 
asked:  “Do  you  believe  that  the  offices 
in  the  new  building  should  be  equipped 
with  new  furniture?” 
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That  is  a  question  which  75  percent  of 
the  Senators  answered  in  the  affimative. 
There  is  no  provision  in  the  bill  for  new 
furniture  in  any  part  of  the  old  building; 
none  whatever. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  How  much  is  pro¬ 
vided  for  new  furniture  in  the  new 
building?  That  is  what  I  want  to  find 
out. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  For  new  furniture 
in  the  new  building,  including  committee 
rooms  and  the  cafeteria  and  rooms  for 
secretaries  and  administrative  assist¬ 
ants,  and  for  the  committee  staffs,  and 
all  that,  the  estimate  was  $1,350,000. 
The  committee  cut  that  amount  to  $1 
million. 

I  should  like  to  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Illinois — and  this  is  confirmed  by 
the  testimony  before  the  committee  dur¬ 
ing  the  course  of  the  hearings — that 
while  there  has  been  no  formal  resolu¬ 
tion  adopted  by  the  Senate  Office  Build¬ 
ing  Commission  to  the  effect  that  the 
furniture  would  be  procured  through 
competitive  bidding,  at  a  meeting  of 
that  Commission  I  believe  every  mem¬ 
ber  stated  that  he  was  in  favor  of  com¬ 
petitive  bidding.  I  believe  it  appears  in 
the  testimony  in  the  hearings  that  the 
furniture  would  be  procured  by  compe¬ 
titive  bidding. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Ala¬ 
bama  whether  he  knows  of  any  way  of 
furnishing  a  5-room  suite  with  furni¬ 
ture  from  a  3 -room  suite. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  If  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  will  yield  to  me  to  answer 
that  question,  I  will  say  that  it  is  not 
contemplated  that  the  furniture  be 
moved  from  the  old  building  to  the  new 
building.  After  all,  the  offices  in  the  old 
building  will  remain. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  was  assuming  that 
the  furniture  would  be  moved. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  To  answer  the 
Senator’s  question  directly  of  course  it 
could  not  be  done. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  It  is  not  possible  to 
furnish  5  rooms  with  the  furniture  from 
3  rooms.  That  is  my  point. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  If  a  Senator  picked 
up  all  the  furniture  in  the  present  3- 
room  suite  and  moved  it  over  to  his  5- 
room  suite,  it  would  be  necessary  to  buy 
furniture  to  replace  what  he  had  moved. 

Incidentally,  we  made  a  survey  as  to 
what  furniture  was  on  hand  that  could 
be  used  as  a  replacement  or  to  supple¬ 
ment  furniture  in  the  old  building.  It 
just  was  not  there.  I  believe  it  was  the 
consensus  of  the  Commission  that  the 
new  building  ought  to  be  furnished  with 
new  furniture. 

It  was  felt  that  there  should  be  some 
leeway — in  other  words,  that  if  a  Sena¬ 
tor  was  particularly  anxious  to  retain  a 
desk  which  he  had  been  using  or  some 
other  item  of  furniture  he  had  been 
using,  he  could  do  so — although  I  believe 
the  poll  indicated  that  at  least  75  per¬ 
cent  of  the  Members  of  the  Senate  felt 
that  only  new  furniture  should  be  used< 
in  the  new  building. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  has  now  cleared 
up  one  point;  he  has  stated  directly, 
several  times,  that  old  furniture  is  not 
to  be  transported  from  the  old  building 


to  the  new  one,  and  that  the  new  build¬ 
ing  is  to  be  completely  equipped  with 
new  furniture.  This  is  exactly  the  point 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  and  I  have  not 
only  been  trying  to  find  out  about,  but 
which  we  have  questioned.  It  seems  to 
be  extraordinarily  difficult  to  make  this 
point  clear  to  our  colleagues.  Perhaps 
I  may  state  it  as  follows:  Let  us  con¬ 
sider  a  room  16  by  20  feet,  thus  having 
a  total  of  320  square  feet.  Let  us  assume 
that  there  are  six  desks  in  the  room.  In 
that  event,  each  desk  will  have  approxi¬ 
mately  50  square  feet  of  space  available 
to  it.  Obviously,  such  an  arrangement 
results  in  overcrowding.  When  the  new 
office  building  is  put  into  use,  it  will  not 
be  necessary  to  move  all  those  six  desks 
to  the  new  building.  Instead,  perhaps 
3  of  them  can  remain  in  the  old  building, 
and  3  can  be  moved  into  the  new 
building. 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  and  I  are  say¬ 
ing  that  some  of  the  old  furniture  should 
be  transported  to  the  new  building  and 
should  be  used  there.  In  that  way,  there 
will  be  more  space  per  desk  and  per 
clerk.  That  is  our  point. 

I  should  like  to  suggest  to  my  good 
friend,  the  Senator  from  Mississippi, 
whom  I  admire  very  much,  that  the 
Architect  certainly  was  somewhat  at 
fault  in  not  stating  a  breakdown  of  his 
item  of  $1,350,000.  Certainly  the  Archi¬ 
tect  should  have  shown  how  much  was 
for  the  auditorium,  how  much  was  for 
the  cafeteria,  and  how  much  was  for 
equipping  the  new  offices.  I  take  it  that 
no  such  estimates  were  given. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  have  none  of  the 
estimates  here.  Those  are  matters  for 
the  Commission  which  is  handling  all 
such  items. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Did  it  have  such 
estimates? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Architect  was 
representing  the  Commission,  when  he 
submitted  the  estimate,  as  I  understand. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  He  did  not  have  a 
breakdown,  did  he? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Yes,  there  was  some 
breakdown. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  What  was  the  esti¬ 
mate  for  the  nonfurniture  items? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  have  tried  to  in¬ 
form  the  Senator  from  Illinois  as  best  I 
could,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge. 
Roughly  speaking,  I  think  at  least  half, 
or  more  than  half,  of  the  money  was  for 
the  auditorium  and  for  the  committee 
rooms,  aside  from  the  expense  for  the 
five-room  suites  for  Senators.  I  would 
estimate  that  60  percent  was  for  the 
auditorium  and  the  committee  rooms. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  wish  to  labor  the  point. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 
[Putting  the  question.] 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  further  amendment. 
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COMPULSORY  INSPECTION  OF 
POULTRY  AND  POULTRY  PROD¬ 
UCTS— CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Senator 


from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Humphrey]  may 
present  a  conference  report  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
submit  a  report  of  the  committee  of  con¬ 
ference  on  the  disagreeing  ybtes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the 
House  to  the  bill  (S.  1747 Uto  provide  for 
the  compulsory  inspectipn  by  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture  of 
poultry  and  poultry  products.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  present  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  re¬ 
port  will  be  read,  for  the  information  of 
the  Senate. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  report. 

(For  conference  report,  see  House  pro¬ 
ceedings  yf  August  14,  1957,  pp.  13472- 
13474,  Qongressional  Record.) 

RESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
eport? 

ere  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
oceeded  to  consider  the  report. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President, 
there  were  very  minor  differences  be¬ 
tween  the  two  versions  of  the  bill,  as 
passed  by  the  two  Houses.  The  points 
of  difference  were  readily  reconciled. 
The  bill  was  passed  unanimously  by 
each  House. 

Rather  than  make  a  detailed  explana¬ 
tion  of  the  adjustments  made  in  the 
conference  committee,  as  between  the 
two  verisons  of  the  bill,  as  passed  by  the 
two  Houses,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  an  explanation  of  the  report  be 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record,  to¬ 
gether  with  brief  explanations  of  the 
key  amendments  which  were  agreed  to 
in  the  conference. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ments  were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Short  Explanation  of  Conference  Report 
on  S.  1747 

The  conference  substitute  differs  from  the 
Senate  bill  in  that  under  the  substitute — - 

(1)  The  State  poultry  inspection  agency 
n  any  State  having  such  an  agency)  would 

nitf  be  the  sole  agency  entitled  to  initiate 
proceedings  for  the  designation  of  a  major 
consuming  area. 

(2)  \Exemption  from  labeling  requirements 
would  not  be  required  to  be  consistent  with 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act. 

(3)  Knowledge  would  be  an  element  of 
the  offense  qf  possessing  false  inspection  cer¬ 
tificates,  memorandums,  and  devices. 

(4)  The  Sectary  would  be  permitted  to 
make  exemptions  from  the  prohibitions  re¬ 
lating  to  New  York  dressed  poultry.  (The 
purpose  of  this  ik  to  afford  the  necessary 
time  for  conversion^  plants  to  eviscerating 
operations.) 

(5)  Injunction  prockf dings  would  not  be 
authorized. 

(6)  Somewhat  tighter  penalties  are  pro¬ 
vided  for  first  and  second  offenses. 

(7)  The  authority  to  refrain  from  report¬ 
ing  violations  for  criminal  prosecution 

J^vonid  not  be  limited  to  "minoR”  violations. 

(8)  Exemption  of  certain  groups  would  be 
mandatory  rather  than  permissive  and  pro¬ 
ducers  selling  to  restaurants,  hotels,  and 
boarding  houses  would  be  exempt. 

(9)  The  jurisdiction  of  the  Secretary,  pro¬ 

vided  by  the  bill  would  expressly  be  made 
exclusive.  V 
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(loV  Overtime  Inspection  costs  would  be 
chargeoyto  processors  on  an  average  instead 
of  absolute  basis. 

Explanation  op  Conference  Report  on 
S. 1747 

There  were  avgreat  many  differences  be¬ 
tween  the  bill  asK/passed  by  the  Senate  and 
the  House  amendment  to  S.  1747.  The  great 
majority  of  these  differences  were  of  a  tech¬ 
nical  nature  involving\no  difference  in  intent 
between  the  House  aqd  the  Senate.  The 
conferees  agreed  on  a  \substitute  for  the 
House  amendment,  which,  differs  from  the 
Senate  bill  in  the  following  material  re¬ 
spects  : 

First,  the  Senate  bill  provict^d  that  hear¬ 
ings  for  the  designation  of  a  m3>jpr  consum¬ 
ing  area  for  regulation  could  bk  initiated 
only  upon  application  by  the  State  poultry 
inspection  agency  if  there  was  s\mh  an 
agency.  In  the  absence  of  such  an  agency, 
the  application  might  be  made  by  anyv^ap- 
propriate  State  or  local  official,  or  any 
propriate  poultry  industry  group.  The  Hoii^e 
amendment  provided  for  the  application 
being  made  by  the  appropriate  governing 
official  or  body  of  a  substantial  portion  of 
the  area  to  be  designated,  or  upon  applica¬ 
tion  by  an  appropriate  local  poultry  industry 
group.  The  conference  substitute  provides 
for  application  by  any  appropriate  State  or 
local  official  or  agency  of  a  substantial  por¬ 
tion  of  the  area,  or  application  by  an  appro¬ 
priate  local  poultry  industry  group.  In  any 
State  having  a  State  poultry  inspection 
agency,  that  agency  would  be  the  appropriate 
State  agency  to  make  application,  but  this 
would  not  preclude  application  being  made 
by  an  appropriate  local  official  or  poultry 
industry  group. 

Second,  the  Senate  bill  authorized  the  Sec¬ 
retary  to  grant  exemptions  from  labeling  re¬ 
quirements  not  in  conflict  with  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act.  The  House 
amendment  did  not  permit  any  exemption. 
The  conference  substitute  provides  for  the 
exemption,  but  provides  that  the  exemption 
shall  not  be  in  conflict  with  the  purposes 
of  the  act;  since  determination  that  an  ex¬ 
emption  is  not  inconsistent  with  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  might  require 
interagency  consultation,  delay  issuance  of 
the  exemption,  and  cause  difficulties  in  ad¬ 
ministration. 

Third,  the  House  amendment  made  knowl¬ 
edge  an  element  of  the  offense  of  possessing 
false  inspection  certificates,  identifications, 
or  devices  without  notifying  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture.  Since  a  purchaser  or  other 
person  might  Innocently  come  into  possession 
of  a  product  bearing  a  false  certificate  and 
have  no  means  of  knowing  that  it  was  false; 
the  Senate  provision  might  have  imposed  a 
penalty  upon  the  very  person  whom  it  was 
designated  to  protect.  The  conference  sub¬ 
stitute  therefore  makes  knowledge  an  ele¬ 
ment  of  the  crime  of  possessing  such  fals 
identifications  or  devices.  Knowledge  wojild 
not,  of  course,  be  an  element  in  cases  oVut- 
tering,  publishing,  or  using  a  false  iden¬ 
tification  or  device. 

Fourth.  The  Senate  bill  prohibited  trans¬ 
portation  of  New  York  dressed  poultry  except 
between  official  establishments  and  to  for¬ 
eign  countries.  In  view  of  the  fact  that 
considerable  time  has  elapsed/ince  the  bill 
was  first  considered  by  the  Senate  and  that 
there  might  not  be  sufficient  time  for  plants 
to  convert  to  production  Joi  an  eviscerated 
product  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  the  act, 
this  exception  was  chgmged  to  permit  the 
Secretary  to  make  such  limited  exemption- 
from  this  prohibitions as  might  be  necessary. 

Fifth.  The  Senate' bill  provided  for  the  use 
of  injunctions  inr  enforcing  the  act.  The 
House  amendment  did  not  contain  this  pro¬ 
vision,  and  It  appeared  that  the  other  meth¬ 
ods  of  enfojprtnent  provided  for  by  the  act 
were  sufficient.  The  conference  substitute 


does  not  contain  provision  for  injunction 
proceedings. 

Sixth.  The  Senate  bill  provided  for  im¬ 
prisonment  for  up  to  1  year  and  a  fine  of  up 
to  $5,000  for  a  first  offense  and  imprisonment 
for  up  to  2  years  and  a  fine  of  up  to  $10,000 
for  all  subsequent  offenses.  Under  the  House 
amendment,  the  latter  penalty  would  not  be 
imposed  until  the  third  offense  and  the  for¬ 
mer  would  not  be  imposed  until  the  second 
offense.  The  House  amendment  placed  the 
maximum  penalty  for  the  first  offense  at 
imprisonment  for  up  to  6  months  and  a  fine 
of  up  to  $3,000.  The  conference  substitute 
adopted  the  somewhat  lighter  penalties  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  House  amendment. 

Seventh.  Under  the  Senate  bill,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  was  not  required  to  report  minor  viola¬ 
tions  for  criminal  prosecution  If  he  believed 
that  the  public  interest  would  be  adequately 
served  and  compliance  obtained  by  a  writ¬ 
ten  warning  notice.  The  House  amendment 
made  this  provision  applicable  to  all  viola¬ 
tions  and  the  House  conferees  contended 
that  the  use  of  the  word  “minor”  would 
always  result  in  the  Secretary’s  action  being 
subject  to  question.  It  also  appeared  to  the 
conferees  that  In  many  cases  the  adminis- 
"ative  penalties,  such  as  the  withdrawal  of 
seWice,  would  be  sufficient  so  that  criminal 
prosecution  would  not  be  required.  The  fur¬ 
ther  fact  that  knowledge  is  not  an  element  of 
many  of  the  offenses  under  the  act,  including 
those  committed  by  producers  and  other  ex; 
empted  persons,  made  adoption  of  tpe 
broader  House  provision  appear  advisable. 
The  conference  substitute,  therefore,  would 
not  require  the  Secretary  to  report  any  case 
for  criminal  prosecution  where  tha-' public 
interest  would  bcradequately  served  and  com¬ 
pliance  obtained  Nyith  a  writtejr  warning 
notice. 

Eighth.  The  Senate,  bill  authorized  the 
Secretary  to  make  exemptions  in  certain 
cases,  while  the  House  amendment  required 
such  exemptions  to  be  maBi.  It  was  always 
the  intention  of  the  Department  to  make 
these  exemptions  and  of/the\ponsors  of  the 
Senate  bills  and  the  Senate  that  these  ex¬ 
emptions  should  be  made.  The.  conference 
substitute,  therefore/  adopts  the  mandatory 
language  of  the  House  amendment.  The 
House  amendment  enlarged  the  exemption 
provided  by  this  section  for  poultry,  pro¬ 
ducers  to  extend  it  to  those  selling  to  restau¬ 
rants,  hotels,  /and  boarding  houses  for  use 
in  their  owndining  rooms  ,or  in  the  preparl 
tion  of  me.als  for  sales  direct  to  consumers'; 
The  conference  substitute  adopts  this  en¬ 
largement  of  the  exemption. 

Somg  question  has  arisen  in  connection 
with  yhe  religious  exemption  which  was  con¬ 
tained  in  both  bills.  Both  the  Senate  bill 
and  the  House  amendment  provided  that 
poultry  processed  in  accordance  with  reli¬ 
gious  dietary  laws  is  exempt  from  the  act, 
so  that  such  dietary  laws  may  be  observed. 
This  will  permit  kosher  poultry  to  be  slaugh¬ 
tered  by  a  shochet,  dressed  with  cold  water, 
and  sold  to  the  housewife  uneviscerated,  as 
required  by  the  laws  of  Kashruth. 

Ninth,  the  House  amendment  provided 
that  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture  within  the  scope  of  the  act  would  be 
exclusive.  While  it  is  difficult  to  see  how 
regulation  by  the  Secretary  under  the  act 
could  do  otherwise  than  occupy  the  field 
and  thereby  preclude  State  regulation  of 
the  same  subject,  this  amendment  would 
make  it  clear  that  Federal  regulation  under 
the  bill  would  preclude  State  regulation  of 
the  same  subject. 

Tenth,  the  Senate  bill  required  the  proc¬ 
essor  to  bear  the  cost  of  overtime  performed 
in  his  plant.  The  conference  substitute 
makes  it  clear  that  the  Secretary  may  re¬ 
quire  reimbursement  upon  the  basis  of 
average  costs  rather  than  upon  the  basis  of 
the  salary  of  the  particular  individual  per¬ 
forming  the  overtime  work  at  a  particular 
plant. 


Other  material  points  in  dispute  were  d^ 
termined  in  accordance  with  the  Senate  pc 
tion  as  follows:  (1)  Reinspection  may  be 
conducted  whether  processing  operations  are 
then  being  conducted  or  not;  (2)  labeling 
may  not  be  false  or  misleading  /in  any 
particular”;  (3)  knowledge  is  nor  an  ele¬ 
ment  of  offenses  by  exempted  persons;  and 
(4)  the  House  provision  providing  a  rule 
of  construction  against  invalidation  of  State 
law  was  rejected. 

Since  the  bill  was  passed^y  the  Senate,  a 
question  has  been  raised  as  to  whether 
squabs  are  covered  by  it/Poultry  is  defined 
in  the  bill  as  live  or  slaughtered  domesticated 
birds.  Commercially  Produced  game  birds, 
which  would  include/ squabs,  are,  therefore, 
not  covered. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  subsequetly  said:  Mr. 
President,  immediately  preceding  the 
vote  on  thq ’conference  report,  I  ask 
unanimous/consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Recob*  a  statement  on  the  poultry 
inspecti^m  bill. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  /was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RECjimD,  as  follows: 

adopting  the  conference  report  the 
cpfnmittee  recognized  that  while  the  sale 
New  York  dressed  poultry  is  diminishing 
■'there  are  nevertheless  some  responsible  and 
efficient  processors  of  this  style  of  poultry 
who  still  sell  in  interstate  commerce  for 
the  purpose  of  fulfilling  a  bona  fide  consumer 
demand. 

The  New  York  dresser  would  face  prob¬ 
lems  under  conpulsory  poultry  inspection 
which  are  special  and  apart  as  compared 
to  those  which  the  eviscerator  may  face. 
Some  of  these  problems  are: 

(1)  The  additional  expense  and  invest¬ 
ment  which  would  be  required  to  convert 
a  New  York  dressing  operation  into  an  ap¬ 
proved  eviscerating  plant  under  compul¬ 
sory  inspection. 

(2)  The  additional  time  which  would  be 
over  and  beyond  the  expense  mentioned  in 
(1)  above. 

(3)  The  development  of  a  new  marketing 
program — hitherto  the  New  York  dresser  has 
been  selling  customers,  many  of  whom  do 
not  use  eviscerated  poultry,  and  hence 
would  have  to  build  a  new  customer  list 
under  compulsory  inspection.  This  also 
would  take  time  and  money. 

(4)  An  employee  training  program  would 
be  required  to  indoctrinate  the  employees 

the  methods  and  procedures  used  in  pro¬ 
icing  ready-to-cook  poultry  as  compared 
to''New  York  dressed. 

(?)  Also  some  poultry  producers  could 
suffer\hardship  in  finding  outlets  for  live 
chicken^  in  the  event  they  had  been  selling 
their  chickens  to  a  New  York  dressing  plant 
which  suddenly  found  itself  out  of  business. 

Taking  this  into  consideration  the  confer¬ 
ence  committee  adopted  language  which  ex¬ 
tended  to  the\Secretary  of  Agriculture  au¬ 
thority  to  grant  such  extensions  pursuant 
to  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by  him 
as  he  deemed  neceteary  and  practical. 

The  provisions  of  ^ction  9,  ^subsection  (i), 
as  approved  by  the  cotomittee  of  conference 
will  authorize  the  Secretary  to  permit  under 
regulations,  the  continued  marketing  of 
dressed  poultry — commonly  referred  to  as 
New  York  dressed — to  consumers  for  such 
periods  of  time  as  he  deems\practicable  to 
avoid  hardship  because  of  theTDroblems  in¬ 
volved  in  shifting  from  New  York,  dressed  to 
an  eviscerated  type  of  product.  It  was  not 
the  intent  of  the  committee,  by  this  pro¬ 
vision,  to  prohibit  at  any  time  the  movement 
of  New  York  dressed  product  between  official 
establishment  for  further  processing,  or\for 
export,  as  was  clearly  contemplated  by  the 
House  and  Senate  bills. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  report  be  agreed  to. 
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The  ^RESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  isyon  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senatomrom  Minnesota. 

The  motionswas  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY  subsequently  said: 
Mr.  President,  \  have  been  discussing 
with  the  Senator  rtom  Florida  [Mr.  Hol¬ 
land],  a  matter  inNconnection  with  the 
poultry-inspection  bnh  It  is  covered  by 
the  statement  on  the \)art  of  the  man¬ 
agers  on  the  part  of  the  House,  which  ap¬ 
pears  in  the  report.  I  aslothat  the  state¬ 
ment  be  printed  at  this  pointi  n  the  Rec¬ 
ord,  so  that  all  points  of  discussion  may 
be  covered  by  the  proceedings Sj'hich  will 
be  printed  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  'toccerpt 
from  the  report  (No.  1170)  was  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  followCy 
Statement  of  Managers  on  the  Part  of 
House 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at'' 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  House, 
to  the  bill  (S.  1747)  to  provide  for  the  com¬ 
pulsory  inspection  by  the  United  States  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  of  poultry  and  poul¬ 
try  products,  submit  the  following  statement 
in  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action 
agreed  upon  by  the  conferees  and  recom¬ 
mended  in  the  accompanying  conference  re¬ 
port: 

The  House  amendment  struck  out  all  after 
the  enacting  clause  of  the  Senate  bill  and 
substituted  the  language  of  H.  R.  6814  as 
passed  by  the  House  on  July  9,  1957.  The 
bill  reported  herewith  is  a  substitute  for  the 
House  amendment  which  has  been  agreed 
upon  by  the  conferees.  Except  for  changes 
of  a  clarifying  or  technical  nature,  following 
are  the  differences  between  the  House  amend¬ 
ment  and  the  committee  substitute, 
section  5 

This  section  follows  substantially  the 
House  language  but  has  been  modified  to  in¬ 
clude  a  provision  of  the  Senate  bill  which 
provides  that  application  for  a  hearing  by  the 
Secretary  may  be  made  by  an  appropriate 
State  official,  as  well  as  by  those  persons  des¬ 
ignated  in  the  House  amendment.  As  rec¬ 
ommended  by  the  conferees,  the  section  now 
provides  that  three  classes  of  persons  may 
make  application  to  the  Secretary  for  desig¬ 
nation  of  an  area  as  a  “major  consuming 
area.”  These  are:  (1)  Any  appropriate  State 
official  representing  a  substantial  portion  of 
such  area;  (2)  any  appropriate  local  official 
or  agency  of  a  substantial  portion  of  such 
area;  or  (3)  an  appropriate  local  poultry/ 
industry  group  in  such  area. 

The  committee  of  conference  reemphasises 
the  fact  that  this  provision  as  reported^ by 
the  conferees  provides  that  the  publicmear- 
ing  contemplated  is  a  quasi-legislative  hear¬ 
ing  and  the  facts  or  opinions  submitted 
thereat  may  be  supplemented  by/investiga¬ 
tions  by  the  Secretary  to  aid  in  lisis  determi¬ 
nation  as  to  whether  a  designation  of  an  area 
should  be  made.  Such  hearing  and  investi¬ 
gation  are  to  develop  not  only  information 
as  to  the  volume  of  poultry  marketed  in  a 
major  consuming  area,  but  all  other  facts 
which  would  bear  upotr  the  question  as  to 
whether  the  designating  of  such  an  area  will 
tend  to  effectuate  t jrfe  purposes  of  the  act. 

S/fCTION  6 

Section  6  is  substantially  the  House  lan¬ 
guage.  Subsecteon  (b)  was  amended  to  make 
it  clear  that  yreinspection,  quarantine,  and 
segregation  eft  poultry  may  take  place  at  any 
time  and  Heed  not  be  done  when  the  plant 
is  in  ope/ktion. 

In  connection  with  post  mortem  inspection, 
the  committee  of  conference  in  adopting  the 
Hou»  language  reiterates  the  interpretation 


of  the  language  as  contained  in  the  House 
report  that  “the  Secretary  •  *  »  shall  at  all 
times  provide  sufficient  inspectors  and  em¬ 
ploy  such  procedures  as  will  not  slow  down 
processing  operations  in  the  plants  being 
inspected.” 

SECTION  7 

The  committee  of  conference  has  followed 
the  House  language  in  section  7  and,  in  do¬ 
ing  so,  points  out  that  there  is  no  authority 
in  this  bill  for  the  Secretary  to  withdraw 
inspection  from  all  of  the  plants  operated 
by  a  company  if  he  finds  that  only  one  or 
more  of  such  plants  are  not  complying  with 
regulations.  Inspection  is  on  a  plant-by¬ 
plant  basis  and  may  be  withdrawn  only  from 
the  partincular  establishment  “whose  prem¬ 
ises,  facilities,  or  equipment,  or  the  opera¬ 
tion  thereof,  fail  to  meet  the  requirements 
of  this  section.” 

SECTION  8 

Subsection  (a)  was  identical  in  both  the 
House  and  Senate  versions  except  that  the 
Senate  bill  contained  authority  for  the  Secre¬ 
tary  to  permit  reasonable  variations  and  * 
jrant  exemptions  from  the  labeling  require¬ 
ments  in  any  manner  not  in  conflict  with  the 
Fe^ral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act.  The 
conference  substitute  permits  exemptions  but 
requires  only  that  they  shall  not  be  in  con¬ 
flict  with  the  purposes  of  this  act. 

Subseation  (b)  was  identical  in  both  bill 
except  tn^;  the  Senate  bill  used  the  wo/is 
“in  any  particular”  in  connection  with  label¬ 
ing  which  is\false  oiynisleading.”  Th/  con¬ 
ferees  have  adopted  the  Senate  lang/fage  in 
this  case  as  beilb;  more  nearly  in  cgfiformity 
with  other  similar  statutes. 

SECTION  9 

Section  9  is  identical  with  the  language  of 
the  House  amendment,  excep/that  a  modifi¬ 
cation  has  been  madeNin  subsection  (i)  to 
permit  the  Secretary  toWrant  some  exten¬ 
sion  of  time  to  processors  of  “New  York 
dressed”  poultry  to  co/npljr\with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  act.  The/ffective,date  of  the  act 
with  respect  to  its/compulsoW  features  is 
January  1,  1959.  Jkl  view  of  thktime  which 
has  elapsed  since  introduction  ancbcommittee 
consideration  of/the  bills  the  confertmce  com¬ 
mittee  felt  th«  some’  extension  of  Dais  time 
might  be  nearaed  by  some  processors  ot  “New 
York  dressed”  poultry  to  permit  the  change¬ 
over  of  tltefr  plant  and  operations  to  the  plpc- 
cessing  At  eviscerated  poultry.  The  amem 
ment  Jfo  the  House  language  will  permit  th\ 
Secretary  to  grant  such  extension  “pursuant' 
to  pules  and  regulations  prescribed”  by  him. 
iyis,  however,  the  intent  of  the  bill  that  the 
inhibition  against  “New  York  dressed”  poul¬ 
try  be  made  fully  effective  as  soon  as  prac¬ 
ticable. 

SECTION  13 

The  committee  of  conference  has  adopted 
the  House  language  in  section  13  and,  in 
doing  so,  points  out  that  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  committee  that  subsection  (b)  of  this 
section  should  apply  to  public  warehouse¬ 
men  who  handle  poultry  products  in  the 
course  of  their  movement  from  processor  to 
consumer  on  the  same  terms  as  it  will  apply 
to  a  carrier.  A  public  warehouseman  is  in 
precisely  the  same  position  as  a  carrier  ex¬ 
cept  that,  instead  of  transporting,  he  stores 
goods  for  the  general  public  for  hire.  It  is 
the  opinion  of  the  committee  of  conference, 
therefore,  that  public  warehousemen  should 
be  treated  by  the  Secretary  in  exactly  the 
same  manner  as  carriers  in  enforcing  the 
provisions  of  this  act. 

SECTION  17 

The  House  language  required  knowledge  as 
an  element  of  guilt  under  this  section  with 
respect  to  a  person  who  sells  unwholesome 
or  adulterated  poultry  under  one  of  the  ex¬ 
emptions  of  the  act.  The  Senate  bill  did  not 
require  knowledge  in  this  respect  and  the 
conference  bill  follows  the  Senate  language. 


SECTION  20 


The  conference  bill  follows  substantially 
the  wording  of  the  House  amendment  jwith 
the  addition  of  language  to  make  it  clear  that 
the  rates  of  overtime  and  holiday  pay  to  be 
charged  processing  establishmenty'may  be 
established  at  a  reasonable  unifor/n  rate  in¬ 
stead  of  being  figured  on  an  individual  basis. 
The  holidays  to  be  counted  wirOi  respect  to 
Federal  employees  are  those  Which  apply  to 
Federal  civil-servics  employees  either  by  law 
or  by  Executive  or  adnymistrative  order. 
Holidays  to  be  counted  w/th  respect  to  State 
employees  will  be  those'’ legally  observed  by 
employees  of  that  State. 

SECTION  24 

The  Senate  bill/ contained  no  provision 
similar  to  sectimi  24  of  the  House  amend¬ 
ment.  In  viev^of  adoption  by  the  confer¬ 
ence  committee  of  the  House  language  in 
section  19,  providing  that  “the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Secretary  within  the  scope  of  this  act 
shall  be  exclusive,”  the  committee  felt  that 
section  ^4  would  neither  add  to  nor  detract 
i-from  the -legal  effect  of  the  rest-of  the  bill 
but  rjrfight  be  confusing.  It  therefore  did  not 
include  this  section  in  the  conference  bill. 
Harold  D.  Cooley, 

George  M.  Grant, 

John  C.  Watts, 

Clark  W.  Thompson, 
William  S.  Hill, 

Charles  B.  Hoeven, 

Clifford  G.  McIntire, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Maurer,  one  of  its 
reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  passed,  without  amendment,  the 
following  bills  of  the  Senate : 

S.  319.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  convey¬ 
ance  to  the  State  of  Maine  of  certain  lands 
located  in  such  State; 

S.  364.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  village 
of  Wauneta,  Nebr.; 

S.  534.  An  act  to  amend  section  702  of  the 
Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  in  order  to  au¬ 
thorize  the  construction,  reconditioning,  or 
remodeling  of  vessels  under  the  provisions 
of  such  section  in  shipyards  in  the  conti¬ 
nental  United  States; 

S.  538.  An  act  to  amend  Public  Law  298, 
1,84th  Congress,  relating  to  the  Corregidor- 
ilataan  Memorial  Commission,  and  for  other 
pofposes; 

!d>56.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  convey- 
anceVif  certain  real  property  of  the  United 
Statestsltuated  in  Clark  County,  Nev„  to 
the  State  of  Nevada  for  the  use  of  the 
Nevada  state  Board  of  Fish  and  Game  Com¬ 
missioners' 

S.  620.  AnVct  to  transfer  ownership  to  Al¬ 
legany  CountV  Md.,  of  a  bridge  loaned  to 
such  county  by\£he  Bureau  of  Public  Roads; 

S.  919.  An  act  do  provide  that  certain  em¬ 
ployees  in  the  Postal  Field  Service  assigned 
to  road  duty,  and  rural  carriers,  shall  re¬ 
ceive  the  benefit  oft  holidays  created  by 
Executive  order,  memorandum,  or  other  ad¬ 
ministrative  action  by  the  President; 

S.  1113.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  convey¬ 
ance  of  certain  lands  of  t\e  United  States 
to  the  city  of  Gloucester,  Mass.; 

S.  1417.  An  act  relating  to  the  affairs  of 
the  Osage  Tribe  of  Indians  in  Oklahoma; 

S.  1631.  An  act  to  amend  certain  sections 
of  title  13  of  the  United  States  Cpde,  en¬ 
titled  "Census”; 

S.  1823.  An  act  to  authorize  the  convey¬ 
ance  of  Bunker  Hill  Island  in  Lake  Cumber¬ 
land  near  Burnside,  Ky.,  to  the  Common¬ 
wealth  of  Kentucky  for  public  park  pur¬ 
poses;  and 
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S.  n}71.  An.  act  to  amend  sections  4  (a) 
and  7\a)  of  the  Vocational  Rehabilitation 
Act. 
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'J'he  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  hackagreed  to  the  report  of  the 
committee  oLconference  on  the  disagree¬ 
ing  votes  of\the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  ofvthe  House  to  the  bill 
(S.  939)  to  amend  section  22  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act,  as  amended. 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  agreed  to  the  report  of 
the  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  House\to  the  bill  (S. 
959)  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  to  ex¬ 
empt  certain  wheat  producers  from 
liability  under  the  act  wherN.all  the 
wheat  crop  is  fed  or  used  for  seed  or 
food  on  the  farm,  and  for  othe\pur 


poses. 


SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS, 
1958 


Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  called  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture ;  and  it  is  my  under¬ 
standing  that  the  Department  budget 
office  indicated,  in  response  to  request 
from  committee  staff,  that  considera¬ 
tion  has  been  given  to  that  figure.  I 
told  the  chairman  of  the  committee  that 
we  were  perfectly  willing  to  have  the 
figure  taken  to  conference,  with  that  un¬ 
derstanding.  The  bill  the  Senate  passed 
a  moment  ago  makes  it  mandatory  for 
the  Government  to  provide  these  in¬ 
spectors. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  We  had  telephoned 
information  that  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  had  given  preliminary  con¬ 
sideration  to  this  amount  of  money. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  Arizona. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  ■ 
offer  the  amendment  which  I  send  to 
the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  18, 
after  line  19,  it  is  proposed  to  insert: 


The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9131)  making  supple¬ 
mental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1958,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  sug¬ 
gest  to  the  Senator  from  Delaware  that 
he  offer  his  amendment. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  send  to  the  desk 
an  amendment  which  is  submitted  on  be¬ 
half  of  myself  and  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  Humphrey],  I  ask  that 
the  amendment  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  2,  after 
line  7,  it  is  proposed  to  insert: 

AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “Marketing 
research  and  service.”  for  marketing  services, 
$3,500,000:  Provided,  That  this  paragraph 
shall  be  effective  only  upon  enactment  into 
law  of  S.  1747  of  the  85th  Congress. 


Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senate  has  just  adopted  the  conference 
report  on  the  mandatory  poultry  inspec¬ 
tion  bill.  The  purpose  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  to  implement  that  legisaltion  by 
providing  the  necessary  funds  with  which 
to  pay  the  inspectors. 

I  understand  that  the  Seantor  from 
Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden]  is  favorable  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
glad  to  accept  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Delaware. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
let  me  ask  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
or  the  Senator  from  Delaware  what  evi¬ 
dence  there  is  to  indicate  that  this  is 
the  correct  amount?  Why  cannot  it  be 
less?  We  have  had  no  evidence  about  it 
in  the  Appropriations  Committee. 

As  the  senior  member  of  the  committee 
on  this  side  of  the  aisle.  I  should  like  to 
know  about  that.  I  am  glad  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  committee  has  agreed  to  take 
the  amendment  to  conference. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  Department  of 
Agriculture  gave  us  that  figure. 


FARM  HOUSING  RESEARCH 

To  carry  out  the  provisions  of  section  603 
of  the  Housing  Act  of  1957  for  farm  housing 
research  to  be  conducted  by  land-grant  col¬ 
leges  through  grants  for  research  study  and 
analysis,  $300,000. 


Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  this 
amendment  relates  to  a  provision  of  the 
Housing  Act  which  was  signed  into  law 
about  1  month  ago.  I  think  it  is  highly 
important  that  this  work  be  begun. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  understand  it  is  a  2- 
year  proposal. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Yes;  it  is  a  2-year 
proposal,  for  $300,000  for  the  2  fiscal 
years  1958  and  1959. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Inasmuch  as  a  part  of 
the  present  fiscal  year  has  passed,  will 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  be  willing  to 
reduce  the  item  by  one-half?  Then  we 
can  take  the  amendment  to  conference 
and  can  see  what  will  happen  there. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.,  Let  me  say  that  I 
have  discussed  this  matter  with  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  and  also  with 
the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Saltonstall]  .  I 
would  be  willing  to  cut  the  item  in  half, 
with  the  understanding  that  the  pro¬ 
vision  of  some  money  in  this  case  will 
enable  those  responsible  for  the  work 
to  begin  their  plans;  and  in  January  or 
February,  in  the  next  session,  when  an¬ 
other  supplemental  bill  is  before  the 
Senate,  perhaps  by  then  those  who  are 
in  charge  of  the  work  will  be  able  to 
give  the  Senate  an  understanding  of 
what  will  be  necessary  in  order  to  carry 
the  work  forward.  It  may  be  that 
$150,000  will  be  sufficient  for  the  first 
year. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  And  of  course,  a  new 
program  takes  some  time  to  get  under¬ 
way. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Alabama  yield  to 

me? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  Senator 
from  Alabama  has  discussed  the  mat¬ 
ter  with  me.  It  is  another  case  in  which 
there  has  been  no  estimate  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  new  law,  which  was  signed 
on  June  30,  and,  as  the  Senator  from 


Alabama  has  said,  authorizes  $300,000 
for  the  2  years. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  am  glad  to 
have  the  chairman  of  the  committee  ac¬ 
cept  the  amendment  and  take  it  to  con¬ 
ference,  to  see  what  figure  may  be 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Will  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  modify  the  amendment  in  the 
way  indicated? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Yes.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  modify  the  amendment  by  strik¬ 
ing  out  “$300,000”,  and  inserting  “$150,- 
000.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Alabama. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


CONSTRUCTION  AT  CERTAIN  MILI¬ 
TARY  INSTALLATIONS— CONFER¬ 
ENCE  REPORT 


As  the  bill  passed  \he  House,  the  authori¬ 
ties  granted  in  the  Vmy,  Navy,  and  Air 
Force  titles  totaled  $1, *[6,573 ,000.  The  cor¬ 
responding  authority  granted  in  the  Senate 
version  totaled  $1,203,413,000  or  $213,165,000 
less  than  the  House  version.  The  total 
agreed  to  by  the  conferees  forWitle  I,  II,  and 
III  is  $1,232,495,000.  This  Iider  sum  is 
$184,078,000  less  than  the  HouseNyersion  and 
$29,082,000  more  than  the  SenateSyersion. 

I  wish  to  direct  the  Members’  attention  to 
section  406  as  it  was  agreed  to  by  the  con¬ 
ferees,  which  in  substance  is  identical  to 
that  contained  in  the  Senate  version  except 


Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  yield  to  me,  so  I 
can  submit  the  conference  report  on 
House  bill  8240,  which  authorizes  certain 
construction  at  military  installations? 
The  report  contains  items  affecting  the 
appropriation  bill  the  Senate  has  been 
considering  today,  and  the  report  has 
already  been  agreed  to  by  the  House  of 
Representatives. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Yes;  I  think  it  would 
be  appropriate  to  have  the  report  con¬ 
sidered  at  this  time. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  sub¬ 
mit  a  report  of  the  committee  of  con¬ 
ference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8240)  to  author¬ 
ize  certain  construction  at  military  in¬ 
stallations,  and  for  other  purposes.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  present 
consideration  of  the  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
report  will  be  read,  for  the  information 
of  the  Senate. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

(For  conference  report,  see  House  pro¬ 
ceedings  of  today.) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
he  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  report. 

STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
befordune  certain  statements  which  are 
explanatory  of  the  conference  report.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  they  be 
printed  at\this  point  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ments  were  oMered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  BY  Senator  Stennis 


c 
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iat  It  eliminates  the  applicability  of  the 
sebtion  to  Wherry  Housing  and  is  designed 
to  make  certain  that  Wherry  Housing  would 
be  acquired  at  any  installation  where  title 
VIII  CXkpehart  Housing  is  planned  for  con¬ 
structs 

It  is  theMntent  of  this  legislation  that  the 
current  housing  programs  of  the  various 
services  continue  as  now  contemplated 
through  June  N30,  1958.  This  section  does 
not  repeal  any  'fisting  law.  It  simply  re¬ 
quires  that  effective  July  1,  1958,  the  number 
of  military  family  housing  units  to  be  con¬ 
tracted  for  at  or  in  Support  of  any  military 
Installation  must  be  flret  authorized  by  an 
annual  military  construction  authorization 
act  before  it  can  be  contracted  for. 

■  CHANGES  TO  H.  R.  8240  \ SENATE)  IN 
CONFERENCE 

Army — title  I 

Added  Fort  Sam  Houston,  Tex.,’Wid  acqui¬ 
sition,  $675,000  (was  in  House  version). 

Replaced  Fort  Jackson  hospital  Authori¬ 
zation  in  deficiency  authorization  section; 
conferees  increased  original  amount  of  $5 
million  to  $7,500,000  (South  Carolina) 

Navy — title  II 

Inside  United  States:  (increased  by  $14,- 
181,000). 

Added  to  NAS,  Pensacola,  Fla.,  $3,512,000 
for  pier;  final  authorization,  $6,225,000. 

Deleted  entire  item  for  NAAS,  Edenton, 
N.  C.,  $199,000. 

El  Toro,  Calif.,  Marine  Corps  Air  Station, 
added  $209,000;  final  authorization,  $3,- 
620,000. 

Replaced  John  H.  Towers  Field  (for  Naval 
Academy)  with  some  language  change,  and 
to  be  located  at  Andrews  AFB,  $3,200,000. 

Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Lejuene,  N.  C., 
added  $1,500,000  for  headquarters  building, 
final  authorization,  $2,372,000. 

Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot,  Parris  Island, 
S.  C.,  added  $1,501,000  for  barracks;  final  au¬ 
thorization,  $2,643,000. 

Marine  Corps  School,  Quantico,  Va.,  add( 
$48,000  for  utilities;  final  authorization,  $1/- 
923,000. 

Marine  Corps  Training  Center,  Twerfty- 
nine  Palms,  Calif.,  added  $207,000  for  ground 
improvements,  final  authorization,  $jj,331,- 
000. 

Replaced  Ordnance  Aerophysics  labora¬ 
tory,  Daingerfield,  Tex.,  final  authorization, 
$2,649,000. 

Replaced  Applied  Physics  laboratory, 
Howard  County,  Md.,  final  authorization, 
$1,452,000. 

Outside  United  States  (increased  by  $504,- 
000)  : 

Replaced  Naval  Air  Facility,  Naha,  Oki¬ 
nawa,  final  authorization,  jf504,000. 

Air  Force — title  III  {increased  by  $13,722,000) 

Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Niagara 
Falls,  N.  Y.,  added  $39/, 000;  final  authorii- 
zation,  $674,000. 
v  Youngstown  Municipal  Airport,  Youngs¬ 
town,  Ohio,  added  $/41,000;  final  authoriza¬ 
tion,  $358,000. 

Replaced  Marietta  Air  Force  Station,  Ma¬ 
rietta,  Pa.,  $2,438/100. 

Robins  Air  Foiree  Base,  fia.,  added  primary 
runway  and  appon  taxiway,  $10,750,000;  final 
authorization, /$13, 104 ,000. 

New  totals 


Army 

Navy 

Air  Force 

Inside  United 
States  /  . 

$115,  624, 000 

$230,356,000 

$394, 076, 000 

Outsifle/jnited 
State/- - 

34, 477, 000 

48, 199, 000 

160, 705, 000 

Classified _ 

143, 002, 000 

59, 056,  000 

47, 000, 000 

/Total _ 

293, 103, 000 

337,  611,  000 

601, 781, 000 

Grand  total. 


DEFENSE  OFFICIALS'  COMMENTS  ON  APPROPRI¬ 
ATED  FUNDS  VERSUS  CAPEHART 

Reference  to  statements  by  military  offi¬ 
cials  concerning  appropriated  fund  hous¬ 
ing  versus  payment  (Capehart  family 
housing  construction  programs.  You /frill  re¬ 
member  Secretary  Wilson  said  whqn  asked 
his  opinion  as  a  businessman: 

“I  think  the  answer  to  that  is  /Yes,’  that 
it  is  cheapest  to  do  it  with  government 
funds,  unless  you  do  it  in  such/ a  way  that 
it  is  more  or  less  off  your  military  post  or 
something  like  that  in  a  serrate  housing 
business. 

“But  if  we  have  to  be  responsible  for  the 
rent  for  20  years  or  something  like  that,  or 
repurchase  it  like  we  have,' to  do  with  ware¬ 
houses,  I  would  say  it  really  would  be  cheap¬ 
er  to  put  the  money  u o'  in  the  first  place, 
because,  basically,  our  Government  has  the 
best  credit  in  the  United  States;  it  can  bor 
row  money  cheaper. 

“This  was  an  effort,  I  suppose,  to  avoid 
taxing  the  people  now  with  a  big  budget 
and  trying  to  get /the  budget  down.” 

Secretary  Wilson  further  said  in  respond¬ 
ing  to  a  question  concerning  the  possibility 
of  overbuilding  .of  family  housing  units: 

“As  I  said  awhile  ago,  I  believe  in  evo- 
rtion,  not  revolution,  and  I  am  very  frank  to 
sa!y  that  if  w,e  could  suddenly  build  within  1 
yeak  all  tl/e  stated  requirements  of  the 
serves  fq£  housing,  we  would  overbuild 
and  We  would  have  a  particular  reaction 
from  tn«  public,  because  these  people  are 
living  smheplace  now;  they  are  not  quite 
living  where  they  would  like  to,  but  millions 
of  otper  Americans  are  not  quite  living 
where  they  would  like  to  either. 

7 think  it  [referring  to  famly  housing] 
neetls  to  be  impr&ved  and  it  is  one  of  the 
6rale  factors  in  keeping  the  good  men  in 
re  service.  And  L.  want  to  make  some 
Progress  with  it  but  X,  do  not  want  to  try 
'  to  do  it  overnight  and  saake  some  big  mis¬ 
takes.’’ 

*  *  *  \ 

Secretary  Quarles  when  asked  a  similar 
question  responded  in  part: 

“I  certainly  agree  that  appropriated  funds 
would  show  a  lower  cumulativeNpost  over 
amortization.” 

*  *  *  *  \* 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Army  De/ve y 
Short  when  he  appeared  before  the  commit¬ 
tee  said  in  response  to  your  question: 

“Senator  Stennis.  Would  you  mind  a" 
brief  interruption  right  there?  We  have 
been  concerned  with  you,  about  which  is 
the  best  program.  Are  you  free  to  give  us 
an  opinion— I  will  put  it  this  way:  Don’t 
you  think  the  Government  gets  more  for  its 
dollar  just  to  go  on  and  appropriate  the 
money  and  build  these  houses? 

“Mr.  Short.  There  is  no  doubt  about  it.  ^  I 
have  felt  for  years  and  think  most  of  the 
members  of  the  House  Armed  Services  Com 
mittee  have  felt  strongly  for  a  long  time 
that  you  get  more  for  your  dollar  by  having 
appropriated  funds  for  houses.  The  only 
trouble  is  that  the  need  is  so  great  and  the 
volume  of  money  needed  is  so  enormous  we 
can’t  do  it.” 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
the  adoption  of  the  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


1,232,495,000 


SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS, 
1958 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9131)  making  supple¬ 
mental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
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ending  June  30,  1958,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses. 

NATIONAL  INSTITUTES  OF  HEALTH 

Mr.-  HILL.  Mr.  President,  there  was 
provided  by  the  Congress  for  the  fiscal 
year  1958  a  total  of  $211,183,000  for  the 
medical-research  programs,  represent¬ 
ing  an  increase  of  $21  million  over  the 
amount  approved  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  for  submission  in  the  President’s 
budget. 

The  National  Institutes  of  Health  sub¬ 
mitted  apportionment  requests  for  the 
first  quarter  of  the  fiscal  year,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  provisions  of  the  antideficiency 
statute,  for  a  total  of  $138,522,850.  The 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  approved  appor¬ 
tionment  allowances,  of  $120,805,000  for 
the  first  quarter,  a  reduction  of  $17,- 
717,850. 

The  Senate  should  have  no  sympathy 
with  the  arbitrary  and  capricious  ad¬ 
ministrative  action  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  withholding  a  substantial  portion 
of  the  funds  appropriated  by  Congress 
for  medical  research.  The  appropria¬ 
tions  subcommittees  and  the  full  Appro¬ 
priations  Committees  of  both  Houses  of 
Congress  reviewed  in  great  detail  the 
research  programs  proposed  by  the  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health  for  fiscal  year 
1958.  Scientists  and  doctors  from  both 
the  National  Institutes  of  Health  and 
from  private  institutions  presented  fac¬ 
tual  testimony  showing  that  there  are 
urgent  problems  to  be  attacked  by  medi¬ 
cal  research,  and  that  a  successful  at¬ 
tack  requires  additional  funds.  A  com¬ 
mittee  of  conference  carefully  reviewed 
the  actions  taken  by  both  Houses,  and 
reached  decisions  reflecting  weeks  of 
hearings  and  study. 

Officials  in  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
then  perverted  a  law — the  antideficiency 
statute — to  override  the  considered  will 
of  Congress  by  making  available  to  the 
National  Institutes  of  Health  for  the  first 
quarter  of  fiscal  year  1958,  $17.7  million 
less  than  was  available  and  needed. 

If  the  refusal  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  to  make  available  to  the  National 
Institutes  of  Health  the  full  amount  ap¬ 
propriated  by  Congress  is  not  reversed, 
the  medical  research  of  the  entire  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  will  be  seriously  set  back. 
Carefully  planned  research  will  be  cut 
off — for  example,  studies  in  infectious 
diseases,  including  research  aimed  at 
dealing  more  effectively  with  the  influ¬ 
enza  epidemic  which  now  threatens"  the 
Nation.  The  continuing  research  for 
oral  drugs  for  diabetes  will  be  impaired. 
The  research  for  drugs  effective  in  deal¬ 
ing  with  cancer,  which  has  developed  so 
auspiciously  over  the  past  year,  will  be 
definitely  handicapped,  and  many  other 
urgent  and  vital  programs  will  suffer. 
The  full  effects  appear  in  detailed  ma¬ 
terial  submitted  for  inclusion  in  the  hear¬ 
ings  on  the  pending  bill. 

In  addition  to  these  specific  harassing 
and  very  injurious  impediments,  the  ac¬ 
tion  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  seri¬ 
ously  interferes  with  the  orderly  and 
efficient  execution  of  the  Government’s 
business  by  establishing  fiscal  uncer¬ 
tainty  as  a  principle  of  administration. 
Finally,  the  action  directly  and  irrespon¬ 
sibly  thwarts  the  will  of  Congress. 
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In  short,  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
under  the  guise  of  technical  provisions  of 
a  law  designed  to  prevent  overspending 
by  executive  agencies,  has  imposed  upon 
the  American  people  their  judgments  as 
to  the  proper  levels  of  research  support 
contrary  to  the  will  and  judgment  of  the 
Congress.  This  is  a  most  serious  and  dis¬ 
turbing  development  in  our  system  of 
Government,  and  one  which  Congress 
cannot  allow  to  pass  unrecognized. 

Mi-.  LAUSCHE.  Mr.  President,  I  de¬ 
sire  to  ask  a  few  questions  of  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Subcommittee  on  the  Air 
Force  Academy.  I  refer  to  the  47  hous¬ 
ing  facilities  which  are  to  be  built  at 
that  Academy.  They  are  to  house  the 
Superintendent  and  the  deans.  The 
Superintendent’s  house  was  to  cost  $75,- 
000.  There  were  to  be  2  houses  at  $50,000 
each,  and  44  houses  at  $30,000  each. 

The  first  question  concerns  what  is 
supposed  to  be  custom-made  furniture 
which  has  been  requested.  Has  the  com¬ 
mittee  approved  of  the  type  of  furniture 
which  has  been  requested? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  may  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Ohio  that,  in  the  first  place, 
it  was  considered  not  proper  to  have  a 
$95,000  house  for  the  head  of  the  Acad¬ 
emy.  It  was  not  considered  proper  to 
have  a  $75,000  house  for  the  dean,  as 
the  Senator  will  see  from  the  committee 
report.  The  committee  has  not  approved 
those  figures.  It  was  not  considered 
proper  to  have  the  other  items  to  which 
the  Senator  has  referred.  The  board  of 
estimates  and  those  who  have  to  do  with 
the  Air  Academy  at  Colorado  Springs 
have  nothing  to  do  with  those  figures. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  What  I  should  like  to 
learn  particularly  is  actually  what  the 
deans  are  paid.  Do  I  undestand  cor¬ 
rectly  that  each  one  has  a  house  pro¬ 
vided? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Each  dean  is  supposed 
to  have  a  house  provided  for  him. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  How  many  houses 
will  be  provided  for  how  many  teachers? 
The  figure  is  47,  as  I  have  read  it  from 
the  record. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  would  not  be  sur¬ 
prised  if  the  Senator  were  correct. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  I  refer  to  page  375  of 
the  hearings. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  I  also  see,  by  refer¬ 
ring  to  page  376,  that  25  percent  of  the 
houses  are  to  be  furnished,  at  a  cost  of 
$5,000  for  each  house. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  Senator  refers  to 
page  376  of  the  hearings. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Yes;  in  fche  middle  of 
the  page. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  correct. 

I  read  from  page  376  of  the  hearings: 

Senator  Smith.  You  say  you  are  not  going 
to  have  custom-made  furniture  for  the 
houses.  Could  you  give  us  an  estimate  of 
how  much  it  is  going  to  cost  for  the  furnish¬ 
ings  in  the  houses? 

Colonel  Witters.— 

I  had  a  letter  from  Colonel  Witters 
today.  He  is  leaving.  He  is  through 
with  that  place. 

Colonel  Witters.  Senator,  we  are  planning 
on  44  colonels’  houses  and  25  percent  of 
them  will  be  furnished  with  Government 
furniture  at  $5,000  a  house. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  That  is  as  I  under¬ 
stand  it. 


Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Then,  am  I  correct 
in  my  understanding  that  one-quarter 
of  those  houses  will  be  furnished  at  a 
cost  of  about  $5,000  each? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  correct, 
$5,000. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  What  is  the  teach¬ 
ers;  annual  salary? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  They  will  have  salar¬ 
ies,  they  will  have  houses,  and  they  will 
get  furniture  benefits. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Can  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  tell  me  what  their  yearly 
salary  is? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  cannot  tell  the  Sena¬ 
tor  that.  It  depends  on  what  category 
a  teacher  is  in.  As  I  understand  from  a 
member  of  the  staff,  it  is  roughly  $10,000 
a  year. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Then,  their  salaries 
would  be  approximately  $10,000  a  year, 
and  they  would  be  furnished  with  houses 
to  live  in? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  A  salary,  a  house, 
$5,000  worth  of  furniture,  and  the  Sena¬ 
tor  would  be  surprised  what  else. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  It  is  my  understand¬ 
ing  that  the  total  sum  for  architect’s 
fees  for  the  Air  Force  Academy  will  be 
about  $8%  million,  covering  the  entire 
project? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  Senator  is  low  in 
his  figure. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Perhaps  the  figure  is 
$91/2  million. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  It  will  be  more  than 
that.  The  total  amount  now  appropri¬ 
ated,  if  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  will 
bear  me  out,  is  about  $116  million;  but 
we  shall  be  lucky,  when  we  get  through, 
if  it  is  not  $150  million. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  I  find,  from  looking 
at  page  383  of  the  hearings,  that  we  shall 
pay  the  architects  6  percent  for  plans 
and  3  percent  for  supervision. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  correct.  Some 
Georgia  boys  got  in  there.  T Laughter.] 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Will  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  give  me  his  views  on  the 
chapel,  which  is  supposed  to  be  built  at 
a  cost  of  $3  million? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  believe  in  prayer - 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  So  do  I. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  But  not  to  that  extent. 
Yes,  I  believe  in  prayer,  but  I  think  that 
the  chapel  sought  to  be  provided  for  the 
Air  Force  Academy  is  un-Christian. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Un-Christian? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Yes. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Yes. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  and  I  feel  the  same  way, 
and  I  know,  the  distinguished  Repre¬ 
sentative  from  Texas,  George  Mahon, 
emphasized  that,  while  we  in  the  Con¬ 
gress  cannot  design  the  chapel,  we  can 
be  critical.  We  were  very  critical  a  year 
ago.  There  was  a  great  deal  of  criti¬ 
cism  at  that  time.  I  have  personally 
discussed  the  question  with  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Air  Force  and  urged  that  he 
give  just  as  much  attention  to  that  mat¬ 
ter  as  he  possibly  can,  to  see  if  there 
cannot  be  built  a  chapel — and  we  want 
a  chapel  there — that  is  reasonable  in 
cost,  and  is  satisfactory  and  pleasing  in 
design,  without  being  extreme  in  design. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  I  would  say,  over  and 


above  that,  let  us  have  a  chapel  that  has 
humility,  that  is  fit  to  be  the  House  of 
the  Lord.  Let  us  not  have  an  extrava¬ 
ganza. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Let  us  have  a  chapel 
that  will  reflect  Christianity. 

An  attempt  is  being  made  to  construct 
a  chapel  at  Colorado  Springs  which  does 
not  represent  Christianity. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  commend  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico,  on  the  basis  of  the  questions 
which  he  put  in  the  committee  hear¬ 
ings.  Every  one  of  them  indicates  a 
purpose  of  practicing  economy  and  using 
decent  and  good  judgment. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  truly  believe  that  the 
Air  Academy  at  Colorado  Springs,  the 
Academy  at  West  Point,  and  the  Naval 
Academy  should  all  have  religious  serv¬ 
ices.  But  I  do  not  believe  that  in  order 
to  carry  out  religious  purposes  it  is  de¬ 
sirable  to  have  a  type  of  chapel  which 
indicates  material  wealth.  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  that  is  necessary. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  engrossment  of  the 
amendments  and  third  reading  of  the 
bill. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9131)  was  read  the 
third  time  and  passed. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  insist  upon  its  amend¬ 
ments,  request  a  conference  thereon  with 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and  that 
the  Chair  appoint  conferees  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Presiding  Officer  appointed  Mr.  Hayden, 
Mr.  Russell,  Mr.  Chavez,  Mr.  Ellender, 
Mr.  Hill,  Mr.  Holland,  Mr.  Stennis,  Mr. 
SALTONSTALL,  Ml-.  YOUNG,  Mr.  KNOWLAND, 
Mr.  Thye,  Mr.  Mundt,  and  Mrs.  Smith 
of  Maine  conferees  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
that  there  be  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  a  tabulation  of  the  project 
program  for  military  construction  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations  for  execution  by  the  Serv¬ 
ices  for  the  fiscal  year  1958,  and  con¬ 
curred  in  by  the  Senate,  in  the  passage 
of  the  appropriation  bill. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  tabula¬ 
tion  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Project  program  for  military  construction 

approved  by  the  Senate  Appropriations 

Committee  for  execution  by  the  services, 

fiscal  year  1958 

Department  of  the  Army 
'  CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES 


Ordnance  Corps: 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Md _ .  $2.  288, 000 

Anniston  Ordnance  Depot,  Ala _ _  2,015,000 

Jet  Propulsion  Laboratory,  California.  •  130, 000 

Savanna  Ordnance  Depot,  Ill . ._  758, 000 

Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  Orcg _ _  136, 000 

Sioux  Ordnance  Depot,  Nebr . .  249, 000 

Umatilla  Ordnance  Depot,  Oreg _  258, 000 

White  Sands  Proving  Ground,  N. 

Mex .  16, 530, 000 


Total,  Ordnance  Corps . .  22, 364, 000 


Quartermaster  Corps: 

Atlanta  General  Depot,  Oa _ .  1,  579, 000 

New  Cumberland  General  Depot,  Pa.  1, 095, 000 

Port  Lee,  Va . . . .  6, 417, 000 

Seattle  Quartermaster  Depot,  Wash..  40, 000 

Sharpe  General  Depot,  Galif . . .  765, 000 

Fort  Worth  General  Depot,  Tex . .  1,  789, 000 


Total,  Quartermaster  Corps........  10, 685, 000 
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Chemical  Corps: 

Fort  Detriek,  Md _ _  $627,000 

Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Utah _  64, 000 


Total,  Chemical  Corps _  681, 000 


Signal  Corps:  Fort  Huachuca,  Ariz _  2,  703, 000 


Army  Security  Agency:  Vint  Hill  Farms, 

Va .  328, 000 


Cold  Regions  Laboratory,  New 

Hampshire _  2,  496, 000 

Fort  Belvoir,  Va _  2, 120, 000 

Granite  City  Engineer  Depot,  Ill _  765, 000 


Total,  Corps  of  Engineers _  5, 381, 000 


Transportation  Corps: 

Brooklyn  Army  Terminal,  N.  Y .  1, 169, 000 

Charleston  Transportation  Corps 

Depot,  S.  C . .  306,000 

Fort  Eustis,  Va _ _ _  1, 197,000 


Total,  Transportation  Corps.......  2,672,000 


Fitzsimons  Army  Medical  Center, 

Colo _ _ _ _ _  937,000 

Walter  Reed  Medical  Center,  District 
of  Columbia _ _ _  1, 920, 000 


Total,  Medical  Corps _  2, 857, 000 


Total,  technical  services _  47, 671, 000 


First  Army: 

Fort  Devens,  Mass _  4, 71 2, 000 

Fort  Dix,  N.  J . . . . —  54,000 

Fort  Niagara,  N.  Y . . .  209, 000 

Fort  Totten,  N.  Y .  242, 000 


Total,  First  Army _  5,  217, 000 


Second  Army: 

A.  P.  Hill  Military  Reservation,  Va..  153,000 

Fort  Knox,  Ky _  4, 404, 000 

Fort  George  Meade,  Md _ ...  5, 955, 000 

Fort  Ritchie,  Md .  820, 000 


Total,  Second  Army _  11, 332, 000 


Third  Army: 

Fort  Benning,  <5a _  1,  583, 000 

Fort  Bragg,  N.  C _  1, 051, 000 

Fort  Campbell,  Ky _  5, 117, 000 

Fort  McClellan,  Ala . . .  326,000 

Fort  Rucker,  Ala _ -  5,  778, 000 

Fort  Stewart,  Ga . . . .  3, 691, 000 


Total,  Third  Army _  17,  546, 000 


Fourth  Army: 

Fort  Bliss,  Tex .  7,  704, 000 

Fort  Hood,  Tex _ -  4,130,000 

Fort  Polk,  La _  7, 734, 000 


Total,  Fourth  Army . . .  19,  568, 000 


Fifth  Army: 

Fort  Carson,  Colo _ _ _  1, 049, 000 

Fort  Leavenworth,  Kans _ _  459, 000 

Fort  Riley,  Kans _ _  3,353,000 

Fort  Leonard  Wood,  Mo _  4, 663, 000 


Total,  Fifth  Army .  9,  524, 000 


Sixth  Army: 

Fort  Lewis,  Wash _ _ _ ...  2,748,000 

Fort  Ord,  Calif .  3, 449, 000 


Total,  Sixth  Army _ _ _  6, 197, 000 


Total,  continental  armies _  69, 384, 000 


United  States  Military  Academy,  N.  Y...  3, 466, 000 


Armed  Forces  special  weapons  project: 

Bossier  Base,  La _ 164,000 

Clarksville  Base,  Tex _  200, 000 

Killeen  Base,  Tex _ _ _  379, 000 

Lake  Mead  Base,  Nev . . .  138, 000 

Manzano  Base,  N.  Mex _  50, 000 

Medina  Base,  Tex . .  125, 000 


Total,  Armed  Forces  special  weap¬ 
ons  project _ _ _ _ _  1, 056, 000 


Tactical  sites,  continental  United  States..  l,  736, 900 
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Tactical  support  facilities: 

First  Army: 

Bellemore,  N.  Y . . .  $1,  201, 000 

Boston  defense  area,  Massachu¬ 
setts _ ; _ _  58,000 

Camp  Kilmer,  N.  J . .  2, 381, 000 

Fort  Totten,  N.  Y _ _ _  200,000 

Second  Army:  Cleveland  defense 

area,  Ohio _  350,000 

Third  Army:  Oak  Ridge  defense 

area,  Tennessee  (Fort  Campbell) _  749,000 

Fourth  Army:  Fort  Sheridan,  Ill _  359, 000 

Sixth  Army: 

Camp  Hanford,  Wash _ _  1, 045, 000 

Fort  Lewis,  Wash _  811,000 

Fort  MacArthur,  Calif _  1, 192, 000 

Presidio  of  San  Francisco,  Calif..  120,000 


Total,  tactical  support  facilities.  8, 466, 000 


Total,  continental  United 
States .  131,779,000 


OVERSEAS 

Al&slcs* 

Alaska  general _  658, 000 

Eielson  Air  Force  Base _  248, 000 

Fort  Greely _  1, 891, 000 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base . . .  1, 878, 000 

Fort  Richardson _ _  6, 447, 000 

Tactical  sites _  4, 910, 000 


Total,  Alaska .  16, 032, 000 


Pacific:  Tripler  Army  Hospital,  Territory 
of  Hawaii _  154, 000 


Caribbean- 

Fort  Buchanan,  P.  R _  137, 000 

Fort  Gulick,  C.  Z .  289, 000 


Total,  Caribbean _  426, 000 


France........... _ ...... _ ....... _  20, 754,000 


Korea .  9,000,000 


Okinawa...... _ _ _ ....... _  8,000,000 


Total,  overseas . .  54, 366, 000 


CLASSIFIED 

Various  locations — including  tactical......  159, 405, 000 


GENERAL  AUTHORIZATION 

Advance  design _ 8,222,000 

Capehart  utilities _ _ _  4, 000, 000 

Emergency  construction _  1, 000, 000 

Minor  new  construction _  6, 400, 000 


Total,  general  authorization _  19, 622, 000 


Grand  total,  Army _  365, 172, 000 

Department  of  the  Navy 

Class 

pyard  facilities,  continental: 

Naval  engineering  experiment  station, 

Annapolis,  Md_ . 618,000 

Naval  Shipyard,  Bremerton,  Wash...  25,438,000 

Naval  Shipyard,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y _  1,  452, 000 

Naval  Shipyard,  Long  Beach,  Calif..  1,500,000 

Naval  Submarine  Base,  New  London, 

Conn _ _ _ : _ _  2, 966, 000 

Headquarters,  Commander  in  Chief, 

Atlantic  and  Atlantic  Fleet,  Nor¬ 
folk,  Va .  H,  779, 000 


Subtotal,  shipyard  facilities,  con¬ 
tinental _ ... _  43,753,000 


Shipyard  facilities,  overseas: 

Naval  Shipyard,  Pearl  Harbor,  T.  H.  1,297,000 

Naval  base,  Subic  Bay,  Philippine 

Islands _ _ _ 1,750,000 

Naval  station,  Subic  Bay,  Philippine 

Islands _  7,  576, 000 

Headquarters,  Commander  in  Chief, 

Pacific  and  Pacific  Fleet,  Makalapa, 

Oahu,  T.  H _ _ _ _ _  10,502,000 

Locations  classified:  Oceanographic 
research  facilities... _  2,  751,  500 


Subtotal,  shipyard  facilities,  over¬ 
seas . ....  23, 876, 500 


Total,  shipyard  facilities..........  67, 629, 500 
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Fleet  base  facilities,  continental: 

Naval  station,  Key  West,  Fla . .  $1, 326, 000 

Naval  station,  Long  Beach,  Calif _  544,000 

Naval  station,  Newport,  R.  I _  2,  729, 000 


Subtotal,  fleet  base  facilities,  con¬ 
tinental _  4, 599, 000 


Fleet  base  facilities,  overseas: 

Naval  station,  Adak,  Alaska _ _  246,000 

Camp  H.  M.  Smith,  Oahu,  T.  H _  332,000 

Naval  station,  San  Juan,  P.  R _  190,000 


Subtotal,  fleet  base  facilities,  over¬ 
seas _  768,000 


Total,  fleet  base  facilities _ _ _  5,367,000 


Aviation  facilities,  training: 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Chase 

Field,  Tex _ _  566,000 

Naval  air  station,  Corpus  Christi, 

Tex _ _ 140,000 

Naval  air  station,  Glynco,  Ga _  293,000 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Kings¬ 
ville,  Tex _  160, 000 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Meridian, 

Miss . 13,387,000 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  New 

Iberia,  La _  4, 152, 000 

Naval  air  station,  Pensacola,  Fla _  2, 713, 000 


Subtotal,  aviation  facilities,  train¬ 
ing... .  21,411,000 


Aviation  facilities,  fleet  support: 

Naval  air  station,  Alameda,  Calif _ _  537, 000 

Naval  air  station,  Brunswick,  Maine.  340, 000 

Naval  air  station,  Cecil  Field,  Fla _  5, 249, 000 

Auxiliary  lauding  field.  Crows  Land¬ 
ing,  Calif _  39,000 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  El  Centro, 

Calif _ _ _  4, 849, 000 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Fallon, 

Nev. _ _ 9,175,000 

Naval  seaplane  facility,  Hertford, 

N.  C _  8,548,000 

Nava!  air  station,  Jacksonville,  Fla...  152,000 

Naval  air  station,  Key  West,  Fla _ _  130,000 

Naval  air  station,  Lemoore,  Calif _ _  27,  535,  000 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Mayport, 

Fla-... _ 384,000 

Naval  air  station,  Miramar,  Calif _ .  3, 601,000 

Naval  air  station,  Norfolk,  Va -  1,  739,000 

Naval  air  station,  North  Island,  Calif.  9, 384, 000 

Naval  air  station,  Oceana,  Va _  7,  527, 000 

Naval  air  station,  Quonset  Point,  R.  I.  2, 697, 000 
Naval  auxiliary  landing  field,  San 

Clemente  Island,  Calif _  9, 448, 000 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Sanford, 

Fla _ 2,953,000 

Naval  air  station,  Whidbey  Island, 

Wash . . . — . .  9,365,000 

Outlying  field",  Whitehouse  Field,  Fla.  1, 537, 000 

Classified  locations _  806, 000 


Subtotal,  aviation  facilities,  fleet 
support _ _ _ _ _  105, 995, 000 


Aviation  facilities,  marine  aviation: 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station, 

Beaufort,  S.  C _  5, 638, 000 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Cherry 

Point,  N.  C . 6,503,000 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  El  Toro, 

Calif... . . . — -  7,511,000 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station, 

Mojave,  Calif _  3, 782, 000 

Marine  Corps  air  facility,  New  River, 

Jacksonville,  N.  C _  39,000 


Subtotal,  aviation  facilities,  ma¬ 
rine  aviation _  23,  473, 000 


Aviation  facilities,  special: 

Naval  air  development  center,  Johns 

ville,  Pa - - 39,000 

Naval  air  station,  Patuxent  River, 

Md . 2,209,000 

Naval  air  missile  test  center,  Point 
Mugu,  Calif _ _ 3,808,000 


Subtotal,  aviation  facilities,  special  6, 056, 000 


Naval  air  station,  Agana,  Marianas 

Islands _ -  428,000 

Naval  station,  Argentia,  Canada _  1,  793,000 

Naval  air  station.  Barbers  Point, 

T.  H .  2,088,000 
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Aviation  facilities,  overseas : 

Naval  air  station,  Cubi  Point,  Luzon, 

Philippine  Islands _ .  $149, 000 

Naval  air  station,  Guantanamo  Bay, 

Cuba _  6, 423, 000 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Kaneohe 

Bay,  T.  H _  249, 000 

Naval  station,  Kwajalein,  Marshall 

Islands _ _ _ _  69, 000 

Naval  station,  Midway  Island,  T.  H_.  69, 000 

Naval  air  station,  Roosevelt  Roads, 

p.  R . . .  15,517,000 

Location  classified _  2, 643, 000 


Subtotal,  aviation,  overseas..... _  29, 428, 000 


Total,  aviation  facilities _  186, 363, 000 


Electronics  Supply  Office,  Great 

Lakes,  Ill . — . .  92, 000 

Naval  Ordnance  Supply  Office, 

Mechanicsburg,  Pa _  155, 000 

Aviation  Supply  Office,  Philadelphia, 

Pa .  550, 000 


Subtotal,  supply  facilities,  con¬ 
tinental _  797, 000 


Supply  facilities,  overseas: 

Naval  station,  Adak,  Alaska _  1, 550, 000 

Naval  station,  Guam,  Mariana 

Islands _  884, 000 

Naval  Supply  Depot,  Subic  Bay, 

Philippine  Islands _  397, 000 


Subtotal,  supply  facilities,  overseas  2, 831, 000 


Total,  supply  facilities _ _ _  .  3, 628, 000 


Marine  Corps  facilities,  continental: 

Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Albany, 

Ga _ _ 814,000 

Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Barstow, 

Calif... _ _  7,616,000 

Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Lejeune, 

N.  C _ _ _  428,000 

Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot,  Parris 

Island,  S.  C _ _ _ _  1, 766, 000 

Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Pendleton, 

Calif _ _ 1,469,000 

Marine  Corps  Schools,  Quantico,  Va..  1, 875, 000 

Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot,  San 

Diego,  Calif _  116,000 

Marine  Corps  Training  Center, 

Twentynine  Palms,  Calif _  2, 108, 000 


Total,  Marine  Corps  facilities _  16, 192, 300 


Ordnance  facilities,  continental: 

Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Bangor, 

Wash . 316,000 

Naval  magazine,  Port  Chicago,  Calif..  564, 000 

Location  classified  (AC-1) _  6, 004, 000 

Location  classified  (WC-1) _  178,000 

Location  classified  (W C-2) . .  410, 000 

Locations  classified  (Polaris  facilities).  17, 775, 000 


Subtotal,  Ordnance  facilities,  con¬ 
tinental _ _ _  24,247,000 


Ordnance  facilities,  overseas: 

Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Oahu, 

T.  H - 326,000 

Location  classified  (S-l) _  59,000 

Location  classified  (S-2) .  2, 468, 000 

Location  classified  (WP-1) .  3,345,000 


Subtotal,  ordnance  facilities,  over¬ 
seas .  6, 198, 000 


Total,  ordnance  facilities.. .  30, 445, 000 


Service  school  facilities,  continental: 

Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Md _  1, 602, 000 

Naval  Amphibious  Base,  Coronado, 

.  Calif - -  2,052,000 

Naval  Training  Center,  Great  Lakes, 


Naval  Training  Center,  San  Diego, 

Calif . .  l,  613, 000 


Total,  service  school  facilities _  10, 865, 000 


Communication  facilities,  continental: 

Naval  communication  station,  Nor¬ 
folk,  Va - - - - 443, 000 

Naval  communication  station,  San 

..Die,go.  Calif.. . . 100,000 

Naval  Communication  Center,  Stock- 

ton  (San  Francisco),  Calif . .  889,000 

Raval  radio  station,  Washington 
County,  Maine.. .  16,192,000 


Subtotal,  communication  facili¬ 
ties,  continental . . .  17,624,000 
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Class 

Communication  facilities,  overseas: 

Naval  radio  station,  Adak,  Alaska _  $1, 053, 000 

Naval  communication  station,  Fine- 

gayan,  Guam _  694, 000 

Naval  security  group  activity,  Istan¬ 
bul,  Turkey _  130,000 

Naval  communication  facility,  Philip¬ 
pine  Islands _ _ _  1, 467, 000 

Naval  security  group  activity,  Sakata, 

Japan _  69, 000 

Naval  radio  station,  Wahiawa,  T.  H..  4, 392, 000 


Subtotal,  communication  facilities, 
overseas _ _ _  7,  705, 000 


Total,  communication  facilities .  25, 329, 000 


Office  of  naval  research  facilities:  Location 
classified _ _ _ _ _  3, 100, 000 


Total,  Office  of  naval  research  facili¬ 
ties... _ _ _ _ _  3, 100, 000 


Yards  and  docks  facilities,  continental: 

Naval  Shipyard,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y _  332, 000 

Public  works  center,  Norfolk,  Va._...  3, 244, 000 

Naval  Construction  Battalion  Center, 

Port  Hueneme,  Calif _  3, 984, 000 

Advance  planning _ _  6, 000, 000 

Replacement  of  damaged  facilities _  4, 000, 000 

Special  minor  facilities _  3, 000, 000 

Capehart  housing _  4, 000, 000 

Commodity  Credit  housing _  3, 000, 000 


Subtotal,  yards  and  docks  facilities, 
continental _  25,  560, 000 


Yards  and  docks  facilities,  overseas: 

Public  Works  Center,  Subic  Bay, 

Philippine  Islands _  393, 000 

Replacement  of  temporary  family 
quarters _  2, 040, 000 


Subtotal,  yards  and  docks  facilities, 
overseas _ ...  2, 433, 000 


Total,  yards  and  docks  facilities _  27,  993, 000 


Grand  total,  military  construction. 

Navy .  376, 911, 800 


Department  of  the  Air  Force 
CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES 


Air  Defense  Command: 

Duluth  MAP,  Duluth,  Minn . .  6, 115, 000 

Ethan  Allen  AFB,  Burlington,  Vt _  594, 000 

Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Wash _  2,  721, 000 

Glasgow  AFB,  Glasgow,  Mont _  3, 737, 000 

Grand  Forks,  AFB,  Grand  Forks, 

■N.  Dak. _ 9,481,000 

Hamilton  AFB,  Ignacio,  Calif _  1,  641, 000 

K.  I.  Sawyer  Airport,  Marquette, 

Mich _ 2,365,000 

Kinross  AFB,  Kinross,  Mich _  1, 660, 000 

Klamath  Falls  MAP,  Klamath  Falls, 

Oreg _ 1,743,000 

McChord  AFB,  Tacoma,  Wash _  632,000 

McGhee-Tyson  Airport,  Maryville, 

Tenn _  491, 000 

Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minneapolis, 

Minn _ _ _ _ _  23, 000 

Minot  AFB,  Minot,  N.  Dak _  10, 927, 000 

Niagara  Falls  MAP,  Niagara  Falls, 

N.  Y - 2,149,000 

Otis  AFB,  Falmouth,  Mass _ 9,454,000 

Oxnard  AFB,  Camarillo,  Calif _ ...  2, 525, 000 

Pescadero  Consolan,  Calif _  584, 000 

Portland  IAP,  Portland,  Oreg _  3, 828, 000 

Presque  Isle  AFB,  Presque  Isle, 

Maine _ _ 4,522,000 

Richard  Bong  AFB,  Kansasville, 

Wis _ _ 23,821,000 

Richards-Gebaur  AFB,  Belton,  Mo..  1, 213, 000 

Selfridge  AFB,  Mount  Clemens, 

Mich . . . . .  8, 275,  000 

Sioux  City  MAP,  Sioux  City,  Iowa...  1, 061, 000 

Stewart  AFB,  Newburgh,  N.  Y _  735, 000 

Suffolk  County  AFB,  Westhampton 

Beach,  N.  Y _  956, 000 

Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wis _  7, 226, 000 

Tyndall  AFB,  Springfield,  Fla _  3, 186, 000 

Wurtsmith  AFB,  Oscoda,  Mich _ _  3, 758, 000 

Youngstown  MAP,  Vienna,  Ohio....  1,892,000 

V arious  locations  (ADC  storage) _  14, 717, 000 

Various  locations  (BOMARC) _  42, 963, 000 

Various  locations  (land) . .  1,465,000 


Total,  Air  Defense  Command _ _  175,460, 000 


Air  Force  Academy:  TJSAF  Academy, 

Colorado  Springs,  Colo . . .  8,921,000 


Air  Materiel  Command: 

Brookley  AFB,  Mobile,  Ala . .  2, 583, 000 

Griiliss  AFB,  Rome,  N.  Y . .  13, 351, 000 
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Air  Materiel  Command — Continued 

Griffiss/AVA  and  Stock,  N.  Y _ ; _  $922,000 

Hill  AFB,  Ogden,  Utah . . .  3,040,000 

Kelly  AFB,  San  Antonio,  Tex.. . .  1, 044, 000 

McClellan  AFB,  Sacramento,  Calif..  6,  544, 000 
Norton  AFB,  San  Bernardino,  Calif..  851,000 

Olmsted  AFB,  Middletown,  Pa _  5, 753, 000 

Robins  AFB,  Macon,  Ga _  7, 568, 000 

Rushmore  AFS,  Rapid  City,  S.  Dak..  -  56,000 

Searsport  AFSS,  Searspot,  Maine....  745,000 

Stony  Brook,  AFS,  Holyoke,  Mass...  88,000 

Tacoma  FSS,  Tacoma,  Wash . .  251, 000 

Tinker  AFB,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. .  I  8, 737, 000 
Wright-Patterson  AFB,  Dayton 
Ohio. .  10, 950, 000 


Total,  Air  Materiel  Command...  62, 483, 000 


Air  proving  ground: 

Eglin  AFB,  Valparaiso,  Fla . .  7, 677, 000 

Eglin  Auxiliary  No.  9,  Fort  Walton, 

Fla . . .  600, 000 


Total,  air  proving  ground _ ...  8, 277, 000 


Air  Research  and  Development  Com¬ 
mand: 

Arnold  Engineering  Development 

Center,  Tullahoma,  Tenn _ ....  7,000,000 

Edwards  AFB,  Rosamond,  Calif .  5, 116, 000 

Holloman  AFB,  Alamogordo,  N. 

Mex - -  12, 513, 000 

Indian  Springs  AFB,  Indian  Springs, 

Nev - - 711,000 

Kirtland  AFB,  Albuquerque,  N. 

Mex . . . 2,386,000 

Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field,  Bed¬ 
ford,  Mass _ _ _  8, 508, 000 

Patrick  AFB,  Cocoa  Beach,  Fla _  1, 000, 000 

Patrick  Auxiliary  No.  1,  Cape  Cana¬ 
veral,  Fla _  271, 000 

Patrick  Auxiliary  No.  3,  Grand  Ba¬ 
hama,  British  West  Indies... . .  1,011,000 

Patrick  Auxiliary  No.  5,  San  Salvador, 

British  West  Indies _  423, 000 

Patrick  Auxiliary  No.  6,  Mayaguana, 

British  West  Indies _ 23,000 

Patrick  Auxiliary  No.  7,  Grand  Turk, 

British  West  Indies _  104,000 


Total,  Air  Research  and  Develop¬ 
ment  Command _  39, 066, 000 


Air  Training  Command: 

Amarillo  AFB,  Amarillo,  Tex _ _  9, 595, 000 

Chanute  AFB,  Rantoul,  Ill _ _  299,000 

Craig  AFB,  Selma,  Ala _ _  2, 211, 000 

Harlingen  AFB,  Harlingen,  Tex _ _  *  743,000 

J.  Connally  AFB,  Waco,  Tex _ _  2, 693, 000 

Keesler  AFB,  Biloxi,  Miss _ _  2, 243, 000 

Lackland  AFB,  San  Antonio,  Tex _  3, 440, 000 

Laredo  AFB,  Laredo,  Tex _ ....  76,000 

Luke,  Litchfield  Park,  Ariz _ : _ _  3,752,000 

Mather  AFB,  Sacramento,  Calif _ _  9,  582, 000 

McConnell  AFB,  Wichita,  Kans _  763,000 

Moody  AFB,  Valdosta,  Ga _  3, 465, 000 

Nellis  AFB,  Las  Vegas,  Nev.. . .  509, 000 

Perrin  AFB,  Sherman,  Tex _  2,667,000 

Randolph  AFB,  San  Antonio,  Tex...  2, 941, 000 

Reese  AFB,  Lubbock,  Tex _  7,  603, 000 

Scott  AFB,  Shiloh,  B1 _  2,  722, 000 

Sheppard  AFB,  Wichita  Falls,  Tex _  8,  012, 000 

Stead  AFB,  Reno,  Nev _  2,  753, 000 

Vance  AFB,  Enid,  Okla. . . .  2,  633, 000 

Vincent  AFB,  Yuma,  Ariz _  3, 001, 000 

Webb  AFB,  Big  Spring,  Tex _ _  4, 208, 000 

Williams  AFB,  Chandler,  Ariz . .  2, 626, 000 


Total,  Air  Training  Command.. _  78, 537, 000 


Air  University: 

Gunter  AFB,  Montgomery,  Ala . .  340, 000 

Maxwell  AFB,  Montgomery,  Ala....  350, 000 


Total,  Air  University _ .....  690, 000 


Continental  Air  Command: 

Brooks  AFB,  San  Antonio,  Tex _ _  952, 000 

Dobbins  AFB,  Marietta,  Ga . .  791, 000 

Mitchel  AFB,  Hempstead,  N.  Y _  337, 000 


Total,  Continental  Air  Command..  2, 080, 000 


Headquarters  Command:  Bolling  AFB, 

W ashington,  D.C _ _  550, 000 


Military  Air  Transport  Service: 

Aero  Chart  Information  Center,  St. 

Louis,  Mo . . . . .  1, 162, 000 

Andrews  AFB,  Camp  Springs,  Md..  6, 802, 000 

Charleston  AFB,  Charles,  S.  C _ _  3, 320, 000 

Dover  AFB,  Dover,  Del _ _  2, 368, 000 

McGuire  AFB,  Wrightstown,  N.  J...  1, 281, 000 


Total,  Military  Air  Transport  Serv¬ 
ice . . .  13, 933, 000 
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$1,054,000 
3, 884,000 

9,  568, 000 

1,  524, 000 
5, 876,  000 

11,810,000 
10,041,000 
3, 414,  000 
3, 027,  000 

3, 614, 000 

2,  670, 000 
6, 179, 000 

17, 444, 000 
971,000 

2,  217, 000 
2, 028, 000 
2,  001,  000 

34,000 
20, 802,  000 
2, 370, 000 
2, 456, 000 
721,000 
13,  381, 000 
346,000 
848,000 
601,000 
11,  440, 000 
9,  790, 000 

3,  501, 000 
5,  570,  000 

4,  924,  000 

4,  380,  000 

10,  700,  000 
449,  000 

2,  561, 000 
2, 394,  000 

3,  445, 000 
3, 138, 000 
9,  357, 000 

13,  942, 000 
2, 033, 000 
471, 000 


Total,  Strategic  Air  Command _  216, 876, 000 


Tactical  Air  Command: 

Clovis  AFB,  Clovis,  N.  Mex .  3, 248, 000 

Donaldson  AFB,  Greenville,  S.  C _  '  5,367,000 

England  AFB,  Alexandria,  La _ .  3, 154,000 

Foster  AFB,  Victoria,  Tex . .  1,  416, 000 

George  AFB,  Adelanto,  Calif . .  4, 295, 000 

Langley  AFB,  Hampton,  Va _ 292,000 

Myrtle  Beach,  Myrtle  Beach,  S.  C _  1, 560, 000 

Sewart  AFB,  Smyrna,  Term _  1,422,000 

Seymour  Johnson  AFB,  Goldsboro, 

N  C  10,716,000 

Shaw  AFB,  Sumter,  S.  C .  2, 799, 000 


Total,  Tactical  Air  Command _  34, 269, 000 


AFOAT,  Zone  of  Interior _ _ _  1, 236,000 

Aircraft  control  and  warning  system . .  81, 461, 000 

Various  locations _ _ _  107. 000, 000 


RESERVE  FORCES  CONSTRUCTION 

Bakalar  AFB,  Columbus,  Ind _ _  319,000 

Bradley  Field,  Winsor  Locks,  Conn _ _  423, 000 

Clinton  County  AFB,  Wilmington,  Ohio.  2, 855, 000 

Davis  Field,  Muskogee,  Okla _  40,000 

General  Billy  Mitchell  Field,  Milwaukee, 

Wis . - _ _  16,000 

Greater  Cincinnati  Airport,  Covington, 

Ky  . - .  3, 963, 000 

Hill  AFB,  Ogden,  Utah. . . .  3, 091, 000 

McClellan  AFB,  Sacramento,  Calif _ _  3,065,000 

Paine  AFB,  Mulkilteo,  Wash _ _  425,000 

Pinellas  Airport,  St.  Petersburg,  Fla _ _  2,657,000 

Portland  Airport,  Portland,  Oreg _ _  610, 000 

Scott  AFB,  Shiloh,  Ill . . .  864, 000 

Tinker  AFB,  Midwest  City,  Okla .  2, 172, 000 

W ilkes-Barre  ARC,  Wilkes-Barre,  Pa -  412, 000 


Total,  Reserve  Forces  construction..  20, 912, 000 


Total,  Continental  United  States...  851,751,000 
OUTSIDE  CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES 


Alaskan  Air  Command:  Alaska _ _  22, 871, 000 

Air  Materiel  Command:  France _  247,000 


Far  East  Air  Force: 

Hawaii _ ................ _ _  2, 711, 000 

Okinawa _ 1 _ -  4, 908, 000 

Philippines _  3, 400, 000 


Total,  Far  East  Air  Force _  11, 019, 000 


Military  Ait  Transport  Command: 

Azores _ ....... _ .......  9,708,000 

Bermuda......... _ _  7, 263, 000 


Total,  Military  Air  Transport 
Command _ ....................  16, 971, 000 


Strategic  Air  Command: 

Altus  AFB,  Altus,  Okla - - .... 

Barksdale  AFB,  Bossier  City,  La.... 

Beale  AFB,  Marysville,  Calif - - 

Bergstrom  AFB,  Austin,  Tex . . 

Biggs  AFB,  El  Paso,  Tex.. . . 

Blytheville  AFB,  Blytlieville,  Ark... 

Bunker  Hill  AFB,  Peru,  Ind... . 

Carswell  AFB,  Fort  Worth,  Tex - - 

Castle  AFB,  Atwater,  Calif . . 

Clinton-Sherman  AFB,  Bums  Flat, 

Okla. . - . 

Columbus  AFB,  Columbus,  Ohio - 

Davis-Monthan  AFB,  Tucson,  Ariz_. 

Dow  AFB,  Bangor,  Maine . . . 

Dvess  AFB,  Abilene,  Tex.. . — 

Ellsworth  AFB,  Rapid  City,  S.  Dak. 

Fairchild  AFB,  Spokane,  Wash . . 

Forbes  AFB,  Topeka,  Kans . 

Gray  AFB,  Killeen,  Tex — . . 

Greenville  AFB,  Greenville,  Miss.... 
Homestead  AFB,  Homestead,  Fla.... 

Hunter  AFB,  Savannah,  Ga - 

Lake  Charles  AFB,  Lake  Charles,  La. 

Larson  AFB,  Moses  Lake,  Wash - - 

Lauglilin  AFB,  Del  Rio,  Tex . . 

Lincoln  AFB,  Lincoln,  Nebr . . 

Little  Rock  AFB,  Jacksonville,  Ark.. 
Lockboume  AFB,  Columbus,  Ohio.. 

Loring  AFB,  Limestone,  Maine _ _ 

MacDill  AFB,  Tampa,  Fla . . 

Malmstrom  AFB,  Great  Falls,  Mont. 

March  AFB,  Riverside,  Calif . . 

Moimtain  Home  AFB,  Mountain 

Home,  Idaho _ 

Offutt  AFB,  Omaha,  Nebr.. . . 

Pinecastle  AFB,  Orlando,  Fla - 

Plattsburgh  AFB,  Plattsburgh,  N.  Y. 
Portsmouth  AFB,  Portsmouth,  N.  H. 

Schilling  AFB,  Salina,  Kans . . 

Travis  AFB,  Fairfield,  Calif _ _ 

Turner  AFB,  Albany,  Ga... . . 

Walker  AFB,  Roswell,  N.  Mex _ 

Westover  AFB,  Chicopee  Falls,  Mass. 
Whiteman  AFB,  Knob  Noster,  Mo.. 
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Strategic  Air  Command: 

Canada _ _ _ .............. _ _  $67,  566, 000 

Greenland .  15, 782, 000 

Guam .  9, 260, 000 

Morocco _ ... _ ....  1,123,000 

Puerto  Rico _ _  6, 317, 000 

Spain . 11,214,000 

United  Kingdom _ ..... _ 2,011,000 


Total,  Strategic  Air  Command _  113, 273, 000 


United  States  Air  Forces,  Europe: 

AFE,  France... . .  2,941,000 

AFE,  Germany.. _  1,965,000 


AFE,  Middle  East .  17, 844, 000 


Greece....... ...... _ ... _ _  2, 747,000 

Libya _ _ _ _ _ _  619,000 

Saudi  Arabia _ _  575, 000 

Various _ ..... _ ......... _ -  13, 903, 000 


AFE,  United  Kingdom .  4, 987, 000 


Total  United  States  Air  Forces, 

Europe _ ................... _ ...  27, 737, 000 


AFOAT  overseas _ _ _  403, 000 


Aircraft  control  and  warning,  overseas: 

Greenland _  20, 000, 000 

Canada _ _ _ ..... _ ....... _  568,000 


Total,  aircraft  control  and  warning 

overseas _ -  20, 568, 000 

Various  locations  overseas - - -  2, 480, 000 


Total,  outside  continental  United 
States.——-—- _ _ _ _  215, 569, 000 


Planning .  25, 000, 000 

MINOR  CONSTRUCTION 

Minor  construction..... _ _  18, 000, 000 

6UPPORT  ACTIVITIES 

Support  activities _ _ _ _  31, 200, 000 


Total .  1, 141,  520, 000 


Less  application  of  Spanish  pesetas _  19, 000, 000 

Less  anticipated  reimbursements _  4, 408, 000 


Total,  new  program,  Air  F oree,  fiscal 
year  1958....... _ ................  1, 118, 112,000 


Mr.  MANSFIELD  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Mississippi. 

Mi-.  STENNIS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Montana  for  yielding  to  me. 

Mr.  President,  for  the  information  of 
Senators  who  have  asked  questions  about 
the  matter,  I  believe  the  record  should 
reflect  that  there  was  authorized  for  the 
Air  Force  Academy,  in  the  original  bill, 
the  sum  of  $126  million.  This  bill  au¬ 
thorizes  an  additional  $8,921,000.  The 
subcommittee  held  the  authorization  up 
for  a  time,  thinking  there  had  been  a 
great  abuse  of  discretion  in  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  institution. 

I  believe  the  cost  of  construction  be¬ 
fore  it  is  over,  will  be  $150  million.  Com¬ 
puted  at  a  4-percent  interest  rate,  the 
annual  interest  would  be  $6  million. 
With  the  expected  rate  of  graduations, 
if  we  should  charge  the  interest  to  the 
graduating  class,  it  would  amount  to 
more  than  $10,000  per  graduate  cadet, 
for  the  graduation  year,  to  pay  the  in¬ 
terest  on  the  debt  which  that  institu¬ 
tion  will  cost  the  taxpayers.  This  de¬ 
monstrates  the  enormous  sum  involved 
and  how  the  cost  runs  away  when  the 
Congress  tries  to  vest  an  agency  with 
discretion  in  building  an  institution 
which  is  supposed  to  serve  for  a  long 
time. 


I  make  that  statement  for  the  infor¬ 
mation  of  Senators.  •' 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  so  that  I  , may  ask  a 
question?  / 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  for  a  question. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  As  a  point  of  in¬ 
formation,  on  the  appropriation  bill  we 
have  passed  the  item  of  $375,000  for  the 
World  Health  Assembly  was  included,  as 
I  recall.  Is  my  understanding  correct? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  do  not  remember  the 
exact  figure,  but  there  is  an  item  in  the 
bill  for  that  purpose.  I  recall  the  item. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  That  is  for  the 
World  Health  Organization. 

I  understand  the  item  for  the  emer¬ 
gency  ACP  program,  $25  million,  was 
likewise  included.  Is  my  understanding 
correct? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  That  is  correct,  as  I 
recall.  I  do  not  have  those  figures  in  my 
mind,  but  I  believe  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  That  is  for  the 
drought  and  flood-relief  areas? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Minnesota,  Okla¬ 
homa,  and  other  States  were  included? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  thank  the  Sen¬ 
ator. 


PERMANENT  MISSING  PERSONS  ACT 

'Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  Calen¬ 
dar  No.  997,  H.  R.  5807,  to  amend  fur¬ 
ther  and  make  permanent  the  Missing 
Persons  Act,  as  amended. 

The  '.  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  stated  by  title  for  the  infor¬ 
mation  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R.  5807) 
to  amend  further  and  make  permanent 
the  Missing  Persons  Act,  as  amended. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Montana.  [Mr.  Mansfield]  ? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R. 
5807)  to  amend  further  and  make  per¬ 
manent  the  Missing  Persons  Act,  as 
amended,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  with 
amendments  on  page  1,  at  the  beginning 
of  line  7,  to  insert  '‘‘exclusive  of  part 
time  or  intermittent  employees  or  native 
labor  casually  hired  on  an  hourly  or  per 
diem  basis”;  on  page  4,  line  17,  after 
the  word  “if”,  to  strike,  out  “after  an 
investigation  a  finding  is  made  that”; 
in  line  20,  after  the  word  “of”,  to  strike 
out  “an  active”  and  insert  “a”;  on  page 
5,  line  11,  after  the  word  “arid”,  to  strike 
out  “imprisonment.”  ”  and  insert  “im¬ 
prisonment.”,  and,  after  line  11,  to  in¬ 
sert  ;  \ 

“(c)  No  part  of  any  amount  paid  on  any 
claim  filed  pursuant  to  subsection  (b)  of 
this  section  in  excess  of  10  percent  of  the 
first  $1,000  so  paid  on  such  claim,  and  7 
percent  of  the  amount  so  paid  over  $1,000, 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by 
any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services 
rendered  in  connection  with  any  such  claim, 
and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  con¬ 
tract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Afiy 
person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  sub¬ 
section  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misde¬ 
meanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall 
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be  finWl  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $10,000 
or  impk^soned  not  more  than.  1  year,  or 
both.’1 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendments' 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  thrill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  fci^e  third  time,  and 
passed. 

ORDER  FOR  ADJOURNMENT  TO 
TOMORROW 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  PiWdent,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  when  the 
Senate  concludes  its  business  tonight  it 
stand  in  adjournment  until  12  o'clock, 
noon  tomorrow. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


CALL  OF  THE  CALENDAR 
TOMORROW 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  For  the  benefit  of 
the  Senate,  Mr.  President,  I  believe  I 
should  reiterate  that  at  the  conclusion 
of  the  morning  hour  tomorrow  the  call 
of  the  calendar  will  be  in  order,  and  we 
shall  start  the  call  from  the  beginning 
of  the  calendar. 


APPOINTMENT  OF  REPRESENTA¬ 
TIVES  IN  ORGANS  OF  INTER¬ 
NATIONAL  ATOMIC  ENERGY 
AGENCY— CONFERENCE  REPORT 
Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
submit  a  report  of  the  committee  of  con¬ 
ference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the. 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8992)  to  provide 
for  the  appointment  of  representatives 
of  the  United  States  in  the  organs  oLxhe 
International  Atomic  Energy  Agency, 
and  to  make  other  provisions  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  participation  of  thjr  United 
States  in  that  Agency,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the 
present  consideration  of  the  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  re¬ 
port  will  be  read  for  theyinformation  of 
the  Senate. 

The  legislative  cler/  read  the  report. 
(For  conference  report,  see  House  pro¬ 
ceedings  of  today.) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  tjre  present  consideration 
of  the  reports 

There  behig  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceededyto  consider  the  report. 


Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
matter  in  controversy  between  the  two 
Houses  was  the  amendment  inserted  on 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio  IMr. 
Bricker],  relating  to  how  the  materials 
were  to  be  supplied  to  the  agency.  The 
conference  report  strikes  out  the  dis¬ 
crimination  against  the  International 
Atomic  Energy  Agency  and  makes  the 
same  rule  applicable  to  all  groups  of  na¬ 
tions.  It  also  provides  that  the  allot¬ 
ments  may  be  made  for  any  specified 
periods  of  time.  Upon  that  basis  the 
conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  and 
the  House  were  able  to  reach  complete 
agreement.  The  report  is  signed  by  all 
conferees.  It  is  brought  up  by  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  able  minority  leader.  I 
hope  the  conference  report  will  be  agreed 
to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference 
report. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 


ORDER  FOR  TRANSACTION  OF 
ROUTINE  MORNING  BUSINESS 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President, 
when  the  Senate  convenes  tomorrow  I 
ask  that  there  be  the  usual  morning  hour 
for  the  introduction  of  bills  and  the 
transaction  of  routine  business.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  statements  in 
connection  therewith  be  limited  to  3 
minutes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


HOUSE  BILL  PLACED  ON  CALENDAR 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6080)  to  provide  for  the 
conveyance  of  certain  property  of  the 
United  iStates  in  Gulfport,  Miss.,  to  the, 
GulfporUMunicipal  Separate  School  Dis¬ 
trict,  was\read  twice  by  its  title  a/a 
placed  on  tng  calendar. 

TERMINATIOltfSOF  VETERANS''  EDU¬ 
CATION  APPEALS  BOARD 

Mr.  MANSFIELDS  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senates  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  Calendar  No.  1020, 
H.  R.  8076. 

The  PRESIDING  OEFldER.  The  bill 
will  be  stated  by  title /or  the\nformation 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Cleiuc.  A  bill  (HNR.  8076) 
to  provide  for  the  termination\of  the 
Veterans’  Edi/ation  Appeals  I^oard, 
established  to/’eview  certain  deterr 
tions  and  aptions  of  the  Administrator 
of  Veterans'  Affairs  in  connection  wit 
educatioiy&nd  training  for  World  War  : 
veterans  ’ 

The/ PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the/Senator  from  Montana. 

the  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Sfenate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  order  previously  entered,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  adjourn  until  12 
o’clock  noon  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at 
6  o’clock  and  33  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Sen¬ 
ate  adjourned,  the  adjournment  being, 
under  the  order  previously  entered,  until 
tomorrow,  Tuesday,  August  20,  1957,  at 
12  o’clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  August  19, 1957: 

In  the  Am  Force 

The  following-named  officers  under  the 
provisions  of  section  8066,  title  10,  of  the 
United  States  Code,  to  be  assigned  to  posi¬ 


tions  of  importance  and  responsibility  desig-  j 
nated  by  the  President  in  rank  as  follows: 

Lt.  Gen.  Leon  William  Johnson,  88 
(major  general.  Regular  Air  Force),  in  *ne 
rank  of  general,  United  States  Air  Fore/ 

MaJ.  Gen.  Francis  Hopkins  Griswold;  94A, 
Regular  Air  Force,  in  the  rank  of  lie/tenant 
general.  United  States  Air  Force. 

Maj.  Gen.  William  Fulton  McRee,  467A, 
Regular  Air  Force,  in  the  rank  of  lieutenant 
general.  United  States  Air  Forge. 

Maj.  Gen.  William  Dole  Eckert,  560A,  Reg¬ 
ular  Air  Force,  in  the  rank  of  lieutenant 
general.  United  States  Ai/Force. 

Collector  of /customs 

Frank  A.  Thornton,  of  California,  to  be  col¬ 
lector  of  customs  in  .customs  collection  dis¬ 
trict  No.  25,  with  headquarters  at  San  Diego, 
Calif.  (Reappointtoent.) 

International  Monetary  Fund 

Robert  B.  AAderson,  of  New  York,  to  be 
United  State/ Governor  of  the  International 
Monetary  F/ind  and  the  International  Bank 
for  Recon/ruction  and  Development  for  the 
term  of  / years. 

Postmasters 

ALABAMA 

(■ant  C.  Barham,  Bridgeport,  Ala.,  in  place 
o/V.  P.  Mickam,  retired. 

ARKANSAS 

Vernoy  V.  Godwin,  Warren,  Ark.,  in  place 
of  M.  O.  McClendon,  retired. 

CALIFORNIA 

Glenn  L.  Thomas,  Baker,  Calif.,  In  place 
of  W.  M.  Anderson,  resigned. 

John  P.  Anderson,  Lakewood,  Calif.  Office 
established  December  31,  1956. 

COLORADO 

Robert  W.  Martin,  Fort  Morgan,  Colo.,  In 
place  of  W.  E.  Bales,  removed. 

FLORIDA 

William  C.  Davis,  Leesburg,  Fla.,  in  place 
of  A.  W.  Newett,  Sr.,  deceased. 

Walker  A.  Stanley,  Ponce  de  Leon,  Fla.,  in 
place  of  E.  D.  Padgett,  transferred. 

Victor  Wray  Irby,  Zolfo  Springs,  Fla.,  in 
place  of  E.  O.  Sawyers,  retired. 

ILLINOIS 

Viola  Kinman,  Hamburg,  Ill.,  in  place  of 
E.  F.  Day,  retired. 

INDIANA 

Charles  W.  Hudson,  Solsberry,  Ind.,  in 
ilace  of  E.  J.  Myers,  retired. 

IOWA 

ryce  L.  Bremser,  Dow  City,  Iowa,  in  place 
of  W.  F.  Hulburd,  retired. 

Ernest  K.  Woods,  Woodburn,  Iowa,  In  place 
of  C.  o\Marquis,  retired. 

LOUISIANA 

Eck  H.  Bozeman,  Winnfield,  La.,  in  place 
of  S.  E.  Jenkips,  retired. 

MARYLAND 

Richard  R.  SfHpisen,  Keedysville,  Md.,  in 
place  of  T.  D.  Kn^de,  retired. 

MJMIGAN 

Lyle  G.  Kaechele,  Caledonia,  Mich.,  in  place 
of  S.  G.  Beckman,  resigned. 

MINNESOTA 

R.  Dean  Fischer,  Brook\Park,  Minn.,  in 
place  of  S.  M.  Rasmussen,  resigned. 

MISSISSIPPI 

Burl  J.  Faulkner,  Vicksburg,  Ivh^s.,  in  place 
of  C.  E.  Crook,  deceased. 

NEW  JERSEY 

Alice  M.  Dwyer,  Hopatcong,  N.  J.,  i\  place 
Of  E.  B.  Helmrich,  retired. 

George  C.  Koeppel,  Pennington,  N.  J.\in 
place  of  T.  H.  Reed,  retired. 

M.  Elizabeth  Mathis,  Rancocas,  N.  J.,  ir 
place  of  M.  E.  Stevens,  retired. 
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on  bill  to  exempt  from  quotas 

conference  report  on  supplemental 
it  had  annulled  proposed  favorable 
reported  bills  to  sell  surplus 
State  participation  in  disaster 
ecretary  for  failure  to  testify  on 


1.  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL  FOR  1958.  Received  the  conference  report  on  this 
bill,  H.R.  9131  (H.  Rept.  1207) (pp.  14026-30).  As  reported  the  bill  provides 
$4  million  for  ARS  for  eradication  of  screwworms  and  fireants  (instead  of  $5 
million  as  proposed  by  the  Senate).  The  amount  of  $3.5  million  added  by  the 
Senate  for  poultry  inspection  was  reported  in  disagreement,  but  the  statement 
of  the  House  managers  says  a  motion  will  be  offered  to  concur  with  the  Senate 
amendment,  with  an  amendment  to  provide  $1,300,000  instead  of  $3.5  million  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate.  The  item  of  $25  million  for  emergency  conservation 
measures  was  reported  in  disagreement.  The  item  to  authorize  the  use  of  not 
to  exceed  $50,000  of  the  funds  appropriated  for  forest  land  management  in  1958 
for  the  acquisition  of  sites  for  buildings  outside  the  national  forests  with 
other  limitation,  was  reported  in  disagreement. 


2.  MILITARY/tONSTRUCTION.  Agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  H.R.  8240,  the  ’military 
housing  construction  authorization  bill,  including  a  provision  for  the  use  of 
foreign  currencies  acquired  under  Public  Law  480  for  the  construction  of 

tary  family  housing  units  in  foreign  countries  (pp.  14030-34) .  This  bill 
,11  now  be  sent  to  the  President. 


-  2  - 


3.  AtOMIC  ENERGY.  Agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  H.R.  8996,  authorizing 

appropriations  for  the  AEC  to  acquire  or  construct  power  reactor  facilities 
(pp\  14037-42) .  The  report  had  been  submitted  by  the  conference  committee 
earlier  (H.  Rept.  1204) (p.  14054). 


10. 


4.  .  PERSONNEL.  The  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee  reported  with 
S.  1411,  \o  give  agencies  discretion  in  either  suspending  or  retainin; 
duty  a  Federal  employee  prior  to  security  hearings  (H.  Rept.  1201). 


5. 


to  civilian 
station  to 


6.  RECLAMATION, 
amendment  S. 


STATION  TRANSE'&RS.  A  subcommittee  of  the  Government  Operations  Co 
reported  S.  140$,  to  provide  allowances  for  transportation  of  ho 

^yees  of  the  U.S.  who  are  transferred  from'one 
p.  D806 


littee  ordered 


trailers 
ficial 


The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  ordered  reported  with 
1996,  to^pprove  the  contract  negotiated  with/the  Casper-Alcova 
Irrigation  District  anckto  provide  that  the  excess-land  provision  of  the 
Federal  reclamation  lawsNphall  not  apply  to  the  lands  oy  the  Kendrick  project, 
Wyo..  p.  D807 


d 


7. 


RICE;  FISHERIES.  A  subcommittee  of  the  Merchant  Maririe  and  Fisheries  Committee 
ordered  reported  with  amendment  S.  1552,  to  develops  methods  for  the  commercial 
production  of  fish  on  flooded  rice  acreage  in  rotation  with  rice  field  crop, 
p.  D807 


report 


8.  WHEAT.  Agreed  to  the  conference 

producers  from  liability  where  all  the 
food  on  the  farm  where  produced  (See  Dig<? 
to  the  President,  pp.  13984-5 


959,  to  exempt  certain  wheat 
it  crop  is  fed  or  used  for  seed  or 
it  149).  This  bill  will  now  be  sent 


9. 


REA  LOANS.  Sens.  Humphrey,  Carroll,  Morton,  ALlott,  and  Aiken  discussed  the 
alleged  change  in  REA  loan  authority,  which  Seik  Humphrey  contended  was  a 
violation  of  the  Secretary's  promises  when  the  Reorganization  Act  was  adopted, 
and  Sen.  Carroll  charged  was  a  b^fiic  change  in  poMcy  violating  the  REA  Act.  O 

pp. 


Sen.  Allott  defended  the  Secrete 


13998-140C 


14006-8 


ELECTRIFICATION;  RECLAMATION.  /Passed  with  an  amendmentXS.  2757,  to  authorize 
construction  of  the  Burns  Creek  Project,  Ida..  The  amendment,  by  Sen.  Anderson, 
provided  that  all  lands  acquired  within  the  exterior  boundaries  of  a  national 
forest  and  not  used  by  the^  project  shall  become  national  forest  lands,  pp 
13995,  13997-8 


11.  WATER  RESOURCES.  Concurred  in  the  House  amendment  to  S.  2431,  granting  Con¬ 
gressional  consent  ter  the  Ore. -Calif,  compact  on  the  Klamath  River  Basin.  This 
bill  will  now  be  sej(t  to  the  President,  p.  13992 

At  the  request  of  Sen.  Talmadge,  passed  over  S.  Con.  Res.  28, 'to  authorize 
the  compilation  and  printing  of  materials  relating  to  the  development,  of  the 
water  resources At  the  Columbia  River,  p.  13947 

Both  Houses  received  from  the  Budget  Bureau  plans  for  improvement  Vorks 
on  the  Bayou  Nexipique  watershed.  La. ,  and  the  Alamo  Arroyo  and  Diablo  AT^oyo 
watershed,  t4x. .  pp.  13919,  14054 


12. 


ONIONS.  Thfe  Daily  Digest  states  that  the  Agriculture  and  Forestry  Committee 
annulled/its  proposed  favorable  report  without  amendment  on  S.  778,  to  prohib] 
trading/  in  onion  futures  in  commodity  exchanges,  p.  D804 


85th  Congress  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  J  Report 
1st  Session  )  \  No.  1207 


SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1958 


August  20,  1957. — Ordered  to  be  printed 


) 


Mr.  Cannon,  from  the  committee  of  conference,  submitted  the 

following 


CONFERENCE  REPORT 


[To  accompany  H.  R.  9131] 


The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  of  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9131) 
making  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1958,  and  for  other  purposes,  having  met,  after  full  and  free  con¬ 
ference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their  re¬ 
spective  Houses  as  follows : 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendments  numbered  19,  20,  52, 
and  60. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments  ot 
the  Senate  numbered  1,  5,  11,  13,  16,  18,  21,  22,  23,  24,  25,  26,  27,  28, 
29,  30,  31,  35,  36,  37,  39,  42,  44,  46,  48,  51,  53,  55,  59,  62,  63,  65,  66, 
67,  68,  71,  73,  and  74,  and  agree  to  the  same. 


Amendment  numbered  2: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  2,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 

as  follows:  _  . 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amendment  insert  $4 ,000,000; 

and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 


Amendment  numbered  9: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  9,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amendment  insert  $ 100,000 ;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  17: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  17,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amendment  insert  $3 10, 000, 000 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  41: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  41,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amendment  insert  $ 75,000 ;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  56: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  56,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 332,500 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  disagreement  amendments 
numbered  3,  4,  6,  7,  8,  10,  12,  14,  15,  32,  33,  34,  38,  40,  43,  45,  47,  49, 
50,  54,  57,  58,  61,  64,  69,  70,  72,  and  75. 

Clarence  Cannon, 

George  Mahon, 

Albert  Thomas, 

John  J.  Rooney  (except  as 
to  language  in  proviso, 
amendment  No.  58), 

R.  B.  WlGGLESWORTH, 

Cliff  Clevenger, 

Managers  on  the  Part  oj  the  House. 
Carl  Hayden, 

Richard  B.  Russell, 

Dennis  Chavez, 

Allen  J.  Ellender, 

Lister  Hill, 

Spessard  L.  Holland, 

John  Stennis, 

Leverett  Saltonstall, 

Milton  Young, 

By  L.  S. 

William  F.  Knowland, 

Edward  J.  Thye, 

Karl  E.  Mundt, 

Margaret  Chase  Smith, 
Managers  on  the  Part  oj  the  Senate. 


STATEMENT  OF  THE  MANAGERS  ON  THE  PART  OF  THE  HOUSE 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Sen  at  e 
to  the  bill  (H.  11.  9131)  making  supplemental  appropriations  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1958,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the 
following  statement  in  explanation  of  the  effect  oi  the  action  agreed 
upon  and  recommended  in  the  accompanying  conference  report  as  to 
each  of  such  amendments,  namely: 

CHAPTER  I 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Amendment  No.  1:  Inserts  chapter  number. 

Agricultural  Research  Service 

Amendment  No.  2:  Appropriates  $4,000,000  for  plant  and  animal 
disease  and  pest  control  instead  of  $5,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate.  The  amount  agreed  to  will  provide  $1,000,000  to  initiate  a 
program  of  eradication  of  the  screwworm  and  will  provide  $2,400,000 
to  initiate  the  fireant  eradication  program. 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

Amendment  No.  3:  Reported  in  disagreement.  It  is  the  intention 
of  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  to  offer  a  motion  to  recede 
and  concur  with  the  Senate  amendment,  inserting  $1,300,000  instead 
of  $3,500,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate.  The  amount  approved  will 
provide  funds  to  enable  the  Department  to  initiate  the  poultry- 
inspection  program,  on  a  deficiency  basis  if  necessary. 

Agricultural  Conservation  Program  Service 
Amendment  No.  4:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

CHAPTER  II 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Amendment  No.  5:  Changes  chapter  number. 

Civil  Aeronautics  Administration 
Amendment  No.  6:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey 

Amendment  No.  7:  Reported  in  disagreement. .  I  he  manageis  on 
the  part  of  the  House  intend  to  offer  a  motion  wThich  will  appropriate 
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$2,400,000  in  lieu  of  $3,456,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate.  The 
amount  provided  herein,  together  with  funds  previously  appropriated 
provides  a  total  of  $6,100,000  for  the  new  surveying  ship.  The  con¬ 
ferees  are  in  agreement  that  this  amount  is  to  be  the  total  cost  of  the 
ship. 

Bureau  of  Public  Roads 
Amendment  No.  8:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Weather  Bureau 

Amendment  I\o.  9:  Appropriates  $100,000  for  salaries  and  expenses 
instead  of  $372,100  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 


The  Panama  Canal 

Amendment  No.  10:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Independent  Agencies 
Amendment  No.  11:  Inserts  heading. 


Advisory  Committee  on  Weather  Control 
Amendment  No.  12:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Small  Business  Administration 

Amendment  No.  13:  Insertsheading. 

Amendments  Nos.  14  and  15:  Reported  in  disagreement. 


CHAPTER  III 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE — MILITARY  FUNCTIONS 
Department  of  the  Army" 

Amendment  No.  16:  Changes  chapter  number. 

Amendment  No.  17:  Appropriates  $310,000,000  for  military  con¬ 
struction,  Army,  instead  of  $305,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $315,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  18:  Appropriates  $55,000,000  for  military  con¬ 
struction,  Army  Reserve  Forces,  as  proposed  b}^  the  Senate  instead 
of  $46,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 


Department  of  the  Navy 


Amendment  No.  19:  Appropriates  $265,000,000  for  military  con¬ 
struction,  Navy,  as  proposed  by  the  House  instead  of  $300,000,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and  adds  the  following  projects,  as  approved 
by  the  House,  to  the  funding  program  as  approved  by  the  Senate: 


MCAS,  El  Toro,  Calif _ 

MCTC,  Twentynine  Palms,  Calif 


$209,  000 
270,  000 
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Amendment  No.  20:  Appropriates  $900,000,000  for  military  con¬ 
struction,  Air  Force,  as  proposed  bjr  the  House  instead  of  $950,000,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate.  The  committee  of  conference  approves 
the  funding  program  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and  has  allowed 
$17,253,000  for  the  Air  Academy. 

General  Provisions 

Amendments  Nos.  21  through  31:  Change  section  numbers. 

Amendments  Nos.  32,  33,  and  34:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

CHAPTER  IV 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE— CIVIL  FUNCTIONS 
Department  of  the  Army 

Amendment  No.  35:  Changes  chapter  number. 

Amendments  Nos.  36  and  37 :  Appropriate  $2,475,000,  of  which  not 
to  exceed  $1,405,000  shall  be  available  for  administrative  and  infor¬ 
mation  and  education  expenses  for  administration,  Ryukyu  Islands, 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate  instead  of  $2,410,000  and  $1,340,000, 
respectively,  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  38*.  Reported  in  disagreement.  It  is  the  intention 
of  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  to  offer  a  motion  to  recede 
and  concur  with  the  Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment.  In 
recommending  an  appropriation  of  $1,513,000  the  conferees  are  agreed 
that  the  amount  is  for  power  facilities  at  the  Marine  base  or  a  trans¬ 
mission  system  to  the  Marine  base,  whichever  is  more  economical. 
No  other  construction  is  authorized. 

CHAPTER  V 

j  INDEPENDENT  OFFICES 

Amendment  No.  39:  Changes  chapter  number. 

General  Services  Administration 

HOSPITAL  FACILITIES  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

Amendment  No.  40:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency 

Amendment  No.  41 :  Appropriates  $75,000  for  farm  housing  research 
instead  of  $150,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

CHAPTER  VI 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Amendment  No.  42:  Changes  chapter  number. 
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Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Amendment  No.  43:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

Amendment  No.  44:  Authorizes  transfer  of  $169,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate  instead  of  $118,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  for  emer¬ 
gency  operation  and  maintenance  of  the  San  Carlos  irrigation  project 
on  a  nonreimbursable  basis. 

Amendment  No.  45:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Commission  for  a  National  Cultural  Center 

Amendment  No.  46:  Inserts  limitation  proposed  by  the  Senate  that 
not  to  exceed  $12,000  of  the  unobligated  balance  may  be  used  for 
expenses  of  the  Commission  for  a  National  Cultural  Center. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Forest  Service 

Amendment  No.  47 :  Reported  in  disagreement. 

CHAPTER  VII 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Amendment  No.  48:  Inserts  chapter  number. 

Public  Health  Service 

Amendments  Nos.  49  and  50:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  51:  Appropriates  $34,000  for  construction  of 
Indian  health  facilities  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

General  Provisions 

Amendment  No.  52:  Deletes  language  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

CHAPTER  VIII 
PUBLIC  WORKS 

Amendment  No.  53:  Changes  chapter  number. 

Department  of  Defense' — Civil  Functions 

Amendment  No.  54:  Reported  in  disagreement.  The  managers  on 
the  part  of  the  House  will  propose  an  amendment  to  include  $425  000 
in  lieu  of  $475,000,  proposed  by  the  Senate.  This  action  will  eliminate 
funds  provided  in  the  Senate  amendment  for  Rathbun  Dam  Iowa 
(planning) . 
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CHAPTER  IX 
DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Amendment  No.  55:  Changes  chapter  number 
Amendment  No.  56:  Appropriates  $332,500  for  the  Eleventh  World 
Health  Assembly  instead  of  $290,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$375,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  57 :  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  58:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

The  Judiciary 

Amendment  No.  59:  Authorizes  $10,000  for  salaries  of  referees  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  60:  Authorizes  $75,000  for  expenses  of  referees  as 
proposed  by  the  House  instead  of  $150,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

FUNDS  APPROPRIATED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 

President’s  Special  International  Program 

Amendment  No.  61:  Reported  in  disagreement.  The  managers  on 
the  part  of  the  House  will  propose  an  amendment  to  include  $545,000 
of  the  increased  amount  provided  for  in  the  Senate  amendment;  of 
this  amount  $430,000  is  solely  for  the  purpose  of  paying  Belgian  taxes 
and  $115,000  is  solely  for  insurance  required  under  Belgian  law. 

CHAPTER  X 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

Amendment  No.  62:  Changes  chapter  number. 

CHAPTER  XI 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

Amendment  No.  63:  Changes  chapter  number 
Amendment  No.  64:  Reported  in  disagreement.  _ 

Amendments  Nos.  65  and  66:  Insert  $29,090  to  pay  judgments  set 
forth  in  Senate  Document  No.  57. 

CHAPTER  XII 

LEGISLATIVE  BRANCH 

Amendment  No.  67:  Changes  chapter  number. 

Amendment  No.  68:  Inserts  heading. 

Amendment  No.  69:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  70:  Reported  in  disagreement. 
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CHAPTER  XIII 

CLAIMS  FOR  DAMAGES,  AUDITED  CLAIMS,  AND  JUDG¬ 
MENTS 

Amendment  No.  71:  Changes  chapter  number. 

Amendment  No.  72:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

CHAPTER  XIV 

v  GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Amendments  Nos.  73  and  74:  Change  chapter  and  section  number. 
Amendment  No.  75:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Clarence  Cannon, 

George  Mahon, 

Albert  Thomas, 

John  J.  Rooney  (except 
as  to  language  in  pro¬ 
viso,  amendment  No. 

58), 

R.  B.  WlGGLESWORTH, 

Cliff  Clevenger, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

o 
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ie  legislative  clerk  read  the  report, 
conference  report,  see  House  pro- 
ceediites  of  August  19,  1957,  pp.  13907- 
13908,  Congressional  Record.) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  fa^the  present  consideration  of 
the  report? 

There  bein^io  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  report. 

Mr.  MAGNUSQN.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  report  be  agreed  to. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


MESSAGE  FROM  TI?E  HOUSE- 
ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 

A  message  from  the  House\of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Bartlett,  oH,e  of  its 
reading  clerks,  announced  tn^;  the 
Speaker  had  affixed  his  signature \p  the 
following  enrolled  bills,  and  they  \ere 
signed  by  the  President  pro  tempore: 

H.  R.  8992.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  ap'* 
pointment  of  representatives  of  the  United 
States  in  the  organs  of  the  International 
Atomic  Agency,  and  to  make  other  provisions 
with  respect  to  the  participation  of  the 
United  States  in  that  Agency,  and  for  other 
purposes:  and 

H.  R.  8996.  An  act  to  authorize  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  in 
accordance  with  section  261  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

ORDER  FOR  ADJOURNMENT  TO 
TOMORROW,  AT  NOON 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  when 
the  Senate  concludes  its  business  today, 
it  stand  in  adjournment  until  tomorrow, 
at  noon. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

ORDER  FOR  LIMITATION  ON  STATE¬ 
MENTS  MADE  DURING  THE  MORN¬ 
ING  HOUR  TOMORROW 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  that,  during  the  transac-y 
tion  of  routine  business,  after  the  Sei 
ate  convenes  on  tomorrow,  statements 
shall  be  limited  to  3  minutes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Te^.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  understood  that/m  tomorrow  the 
Senate  will  continue- consideration  of  the 
conference  report  oja  Senate  bill  939,  to 
amend  section  22  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  as  amended.  That  report  has 
been  under  discussion  today. 

In  addition/i  should  like  to  give  notice 
to  all  Senators,  and  especially  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  fronyCalifornia  [Mr.  Knowland]  ,  of 
the  possibility  of  the  consideration  by  the 
Senate/of  the  following  measures: 

Calendar  No.  389,  Senate  bill  25,  relat¬ 
ing/to  effective  dates  of  increases  in  com¬ 


pensation  granted  to  Wage  Board  em¬ 
ployees. 

Calendar  No.  660,  Senate  bill  491,  a  pri¬ 
vate  relief  bill  which  has  to  be  brought 
up  by  motion. 

Calendar  No.  714,  House  bill  4240, 
which  also  is  a  private  relief  bill  which 
must  be  brought  up  by  motion. 

Calendar  No.  1054,  Senate  bill  2205, 
amending  the  Federal  Bankruptcy  Act. 

In  addition,  there  is  a  conference  re¬ 
port  on  the  veterans’  housing  bill.  The 
Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Fulbright] 
is  the  senior  conferee.  The  report  is  on 
House  bill  4602.  The  Senator  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Bricker]  is  the  ranking  Republican 
member.  I  have  asked  that  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  be  informed  of  the  possibility 
that  the  report  will  be  brought  up 
tomorrow. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  may  say,  Mr. 
President,  that,  according  to  my  under¬ 
standing  of  the  parliamentary  situation, 
that  is  not  a  conference  report,  but  is  a 
louse  bill.  The  Senate  made  some 
amendments  to  the  bill,  and  they  went 
to 'the  House  of  Representatives.  Thj 
House  concurred  in  the  Senate  ame: 
ments\with  some  amendments  of/its 
own.  But  the  additional  amendments 
added  $20Q  million  or  $300  mijnon  to 
the  bill. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Dbelieve  the 
Senator  from  California  is  .Correct;  and 
I  correct  my  preWous  statement  accord¬ 
ingly.  This  measure  involves  a  request 
that  the  Senate  concur  in  some  action 
taken  by  the  House^fe  Representatives. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND:  feither  that,  or  to 
send  the  measure/to  conference. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texa\  It  was  in¬ 
dicated  to  mefftiat  it  will  be^greeable  to 
the  Senator/from  Ohio  [Mr.  bricker]  to 
have  the  Senate  take  action  on  rt  tomor¬ 
row.  Sq»T  wish  to  be  sure  that  ha  is  in¬ 
formed that  the  bill  will  be  taker^  up 
then. 

irthermore,  I  wish  to  give  notice 
th£  possibility  of  bringing  up  the  Jenck: 
nil,  which  is  Calendar  No.  577,  Senate 
bill  2377.  We  have  previously  announced 
on  several  occasions  that  the  Senate 
would  consider  that  bill  in  due  time. 

In  addition,  I  list  the  immigration  bill 
which  is  to  be  reported  by  the  judiciary 
committee.  I  should  like  to  have  that 
bill  brought  up  tomorrow  or  the  next 
day,  if  we  find  we  have  any  spare  time. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
while  the  Senator  from  California  is 
checking  the  list,  let  me  inquire  about 
the  nominations  on  the  Executive  Calen¬ 
dar;  I  refer  particularly  to  the  nomina¬ 
tions  of  representatives  to  the  United 
Nations.  Those  nominations  were 
passed  over  last  week.  As  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Texas  knows,  the 
session  begins  in  September,  and  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  normally  there  are  some  ad¬ 
vance  briefings  by  the  Department,  be¬ 
fore  the  representatives  actually  go  to 
New  York,  to  take  over  their  assign¬ 
ments. 


I  wonder  whether  the  Senator  from  / 
Texas  can  give  any  indication  as  to  when/' 
those  nominations  may  be  called  up.  / 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  think/we 
can  get  to  them  in  the  near  future/  We 
shall  give  as  much  advance  noticy?  about 
them  as  possible. 

In  addition,  I  include  CaJ&idar  No. 
706,  Senate  bill  1356,  reported  by 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
O’Mahoney].  It  is  a  biii  to  amend  the 
antitrust  laws  by  vestjng  in  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  jurisdiction  to  pre¬ 
vent  monopolistic  acts  by  certain  persons 
engaged  in  commerce  in  meat  and  meat 
products,  and  fdr  other  purposes. 

I  understand  that  the  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Watkins]  wishes  to  have  some 
notice  regarding  that  measure;  and  I 
should  like  to  have  the  Record  show  that 
we  expect  to  have  the  Senate  take  it  up 
in  the  next  day  or  two. 
fr.  President - 

'The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Texas. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  under  the  order  previously  entered, 

I  now  move  that  the  Senate  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  7 
o’clock  and  10  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
adjourned,  the  adjournment  being,  un¬ 
der  the  order  previously  entered,  to  to¬ 
morrow,  Wednesday,  August  21,  1957,  at 
12  o’clock  meridian. 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  August  20,  1957: 

United  States  Marshal 

Paul  Johnson,  of  Oklahoma,  to  be  United 
States  marshal  for  the  eastern  district  of 
Oklahoma  for  a  term  of  4  years.  He  is  now 
serving  in  this  office  under  an  appointment 
which  expires  August  5,  1957. 

The  following-named  officers  for  tempo- 
ary  appointment  in  the  Army  of  the  United 
Srates  to  the  grades  indicated  under  the 
proWsions  of  title  10,  United  States  Code, 
sections  3442  and  3447 : 

To  be  major  generals 
Brig.  dten.  Theodore  Scott  Riggs,  017076, 
United  States  Army. 

Brig.  Geny.  Garrison  Barkley  Coverdale, 
017148,  Unite\.States  Army. 

Brig.  Gen.  Hugh  Mackintosh,  017716,  Army 
of  the  United  States  (colonel,  U.  S.  Army). 

To  be  brigadier  generals 

Col.  Herbert  Voivefl^lle  Mitchell,  018073, 
United  States  Army. 

Col.  Willis  Almeron  Pe?^y,  018131,  United 
States  Army. 

Col.  Harrison  Alan  Ger\ardt,  018697, 
United  States  Army. 

Col.  Charles  John  Timmes,  02^77,  United 
States  Army. 

Col.  Richard  John  Meyer,  019147\United 
States  Army. 

Col.  Samuel  Edward  Gee,  019251, 

States  Army. 


House  of  Representatives 


The  Hou3e  met  at  12  o’clock  noon. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp, 
D.  D.,  offered  uyj  following  prayer: 

Almighty  Goa\by  whose  grace  we  are 
privileged  and  permitted  to  enter  upon, 
a  new  day,  make  us  eager  to  conserve 
the  good  which  weNjave  gained  from 
our  yesterdays  and  alrt^ie  days  that  are 
past. 

Inspire  us  with  Thy  grafce  to  cooperate 
with  one  another  in  reaching  out  to 
loftier  fields  of  endeavor  ancNin  making 
each  succeeding  day  even  mor\glorious. 

Grant  that  we  may  manifest  Thy  grace 
in  all  of  life’s  human  contacts  and.  rela¬ 
tionships.  Give  us  the  grace  to  practice 
the  Golden  Rule  and  to  forgive  those  ifr^o 
have  wronged  us,  as  Thou  art  alwai 
forgiving  us. 

May  we  cultivate  the  grace  to  refrain 
from  hasty  speech  and  harsh  judg¬ 
ments;  the  grace  that  is  tolerant  and 
charitable  toward  the  thoughts  and 
opinions  of  others;  the  grace  that  will 
make  us  courageous  enough  to  change 
our  minds  when  that  is  needed. 

Now  may  the  grace  of  our  Lord  Jesus 
Christ,  the  love  of  God,  and  the  fellow¬ 
ship  of  the  Holy  Spirit  be  with  us  all. 
Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yes¬ 
terday  was  read  and  approved. 


MESSAGE  PROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Carrell,  one  of  its  clerks,  announced 
that  the  Senate  had  passed,  with  amend¬ 
ments  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the 
House  is  requested,  a  bill  of  the  House 
of  the  following  title: 

H.  R.  5807.  An  act  to  amend  further  and 
make  permanent  the  Missing  Persons  Act,  as 
amended. 

The  message  also  announced  that  tl 
Senate  had  passed,  with  amendments 
in  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House 
is  requested,  a  bill  of  the  House^f  the 
following  title: 

H.  R.  9131.  An  act  making  supplemental 
appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year/ending  June 
30,  1958,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  further  Announced  that 
the  Senate  insists  on  ij«  amendments  to 
the  foregoing  bill,  requests  a  confer¬ 
ence  with  the  Housfe  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Ijduses  thereon,  and  ap¬ 
points  Mr.  Hayden,  Mr.  Russell,  Mr. 
Chavez,  Mr.  .Ellender,  Mr.  Hill,  Mr. 
Holland,  MjE  Stennis,  Mr.  Saltonstall, 
Mr.  YouNflf;  Mr.  Knowland,  Mr.  Thye, 
Mr.  MusfbT,  and  Mrs.  Smith  of  Maine 
to  be  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  amendments  of  the 
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House  to  bills  of  the  Senate  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  titles: 

S.  1556.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of 
Congress  to  the  States  of  Montana,  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Wyoming  to  ne¬ 
gotiate  and  enter  into  a  compact  relating  to 
their  interest  in,  and  the  apportionment  of, 
the  waters  of  the  Little  Missouri  River  and 
its  tributaries  as  they  affect  such  States,  and 
for  related  purposes;  and 

S.  1799.  An  act  to  facilitate  the  payment 
of  Government  checks,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  report  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amend¬ 
ments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
8240)  entitled  “An  act  to  authorize  cer¬ 
tain  construction  at  military  installa- 
jons,  and  for  other  purposes.” 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Sedate  agrees  to  the  report  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  of  conference  on  the  disagreein 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amend¬ 
ments  ol  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H/R. 
8992)  entitled  “An  act  to  provide  for  the 
appointment  of  representatives i/6f  the 
United  Stated,  in  the  organs  of  the  In¬ 
ternational  Atomic  Energy  Agency,  and 
to  make  other  'provisions  with  respect  T 
to  the  participation  of  theTJnited  States 
in  that  Agency,  ancKfor  nther  purposes.” 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  tlw'rdport  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  of  conference  on\he  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two/Rouses  oH  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Hduse  to  the  mff  (S.  1747) 
entitled  “An  act  to  provide  fok  the  com¬ 
pulsory  inspection  by  the  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture  of,  poultry 
and  povrflry  products.” 


HERBERT  E.  HITCHCOCK 

(Mr.  McGOVERN  asked  and  was  given1 
•'permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  McGOVERN.  Mr.  Speaker,  one 
of  the  most  illustrious  citizens  of  the 
State  of  South  Dakota  is  former  United 
States  Senator  Herbert  E.  Hitchcock,  of 
Mitchell,  S.  Dak.,  who  will  celebrate  his 
90th  birthday  on  Thursday  of  this  week. 
Senator  Hitchcock  has  not  only  lived  a 
long  life  but  he  has  filled  his  life  with 
worthwhile  endeavors  in  the  interest  of 
his  fellow  citizens. 

Appointed  to  the  United  States  Senate 
on  December  29,  1936,  by  Gov.  Tom 
Berry  to  complete  the  unexpired  term 
of  Senator  Peter  Norbeck,  who  died  in 
office,  Mr.  Hitchcock  won  the  esteem 
and  the  warm  friendship  of  his  col¬ 
leagues  during  the  2  years  that  he  served 
in  the  Senate. 

As  a  senior  fellow  townsman  of  mine, 
he  has  for  many  years  been  a  source  of 
inspiration  to  me  during  the  time  that  I 


was  going  through  the  public  school  sj) 
tem  and  the  college  of  our  city.  Hiyvast 
political  and  public  experience  y as  in 
more  recent  years  of  inestimable  value 
to  me  during  the  time  thaDT  joined 
with  other  interested  citizenyin  rebuild¬ 
ing  our  Democratic  Parly  in.  South 
Dakota. 

In  1954,  Democratic  o6unty  officers  in 
all  parts  of  the  Stay  selected  Senator 
Hitchcock  for  the  honorary  title,  “Mr. 
South  Dakota-  Democrat.”  This  is  an 
honor  the  Mitchell  attorney  richly  de¬ 
served  but  he  is  appreciated  not  only  by 
his  fellow  partisans. 

Senator  ilitchcock  has  been  an  inspi¬ 
ration  to,g’ood  citizens  throughout  a  long 
and  constructive  life.  He  has  for  many 
years/held  the  respect  of  both  Democrats 
and/ Republicans  because  of  his  keen  in¬ 
terest  in  vital  public  issues. 

Although  I  have  no  doubt  that  my 
esteemed  friend  and  counselor  will  live 
for  many  more  fruitful  years,  I  want  to 
take  this  occasion  of  his  90th  birthday 
to  express  my  public  appreciation  for  the 
inspiring  example  that  he  has  set  for 
me  and  my  fellow  South  Dakotans.  We 
are  all  richer  because  he  is  our  friend. 


SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION 
ACT,  1958 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  9131)  mak¬ 
ing  supplemental  appropriations  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1958,  and  for 
other  purposes,  with  Senate  amendments 
thereto,  disagree  to  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ments,  and  agree  to  the  conference  asked 
by  the  Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri? 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker, 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  I  under¬ 
stand  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
has  reached  an  agreement  with  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber],  the 
ranking  minority  member,  to  go  to  con¬ 
ference? 

Mr.  CANNON.  That  is  true. 

The  SPEAKER.'  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  appoints  the  following 
conferees:  Messrs.  Cannon,  Mahon, 
Thomas,  Rooney,  Taber,  Wigglesworth, 
and  Clevenger. 


COMMITTEE  ON  APPROPRIATIONS 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  managers 
on  the  part  of  the  House  have  until  mid¬ 
night  tonight  to  file  a  conference  report. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  it 
is  so  ordered. 
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There  was  no  objection. 

The  conference  report  and  statement 
follow: 

Conference  Report  (H.  Rept.  No.  1207) 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9131)  making  supplemental  appropriations 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1958, 
and  for  other  purposes,  having  met,  after 
full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to 
recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their  re¬ 
spective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amend¬ 
ments  numbered  19,  20,  52,  and  60. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
numbered,  1,  5,  11,  13,  16,  18,  21,  22,  23,  24, 
25,  26,  27,  28,  29,  30,  31,  35,  36,  37,  39,  42, 
44,  46,  48,  51,  53,  55,  59,  62,  63,  65,  66,  67, 
68,  71,  73,  and  74,  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  2:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  2,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$4,000,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  9:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  9,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$100,000”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  17:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  17,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said 
amendment  insert  “$310,000,000”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  41 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  41,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  "$75,000”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  56:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  56,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$332,500”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  dis¬ 
agreement  amendments  numbered  3,  4,  6,  7, 
8,  10,  12,  14,  15,  32,  33,  34,  38,  40,  43,  45, . 
47,  49,  50,  54,  57,  58,  61,  64,  69,  70,  72,  and  75. 
Clarence  Cannon, 

George  Mahon, 

Albert  Thomas, 

John  J.  Rooney  (except  as 
to  language  in.  proviso. 
Amendment  No.  58). 

R.  B.  WlGGLESWORTH, 

Cliff  Clevenger, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
Carl  Hayden, 

Richard  B.  Russell, 

Dennis  Chavez, 

Allen  J.  Ellender, 

Lister  Hill, 

Spessard  L.  Holland, 

John  Stennis, 

Leverett  Saltonstall, 

Milton  Young, 

William  P.  Knowland,  ' 

Edward  J.  Thye, 

Karl  E.  Mundt, 

Margaret  Chase  Smith, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statement 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
at  the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9131)  making 


supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1958,  and  for  other 
purposes,  submit  the  following  statement  in 
explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed 
upon  and  recommended  in  the  accompanying 
conference  report  as  to  each  of  such  amend¬ 
ments,  namely: 

CHAPTER  i 

Department  of  Agriculture 
Amendment  No.  1:  Inserts  chapter  num¬ 
ber. 

Agricultural  Research  Service 
Amendment  No.  2 :  Appropriates  $4,000,000 
for  plant  and  animal  disease  and  pest  con¬ 
trol  instead  of  $5,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate..  The  amount  agreed  to  will  provide 
$1,600,000  to  initiate  a  program  of  eradica¬ 
tion  of  the  screwworm  and  will  provide  $2,- 
400,000  to  initiate  the  fireant  eradication 
program. 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
Amendment  No.  3:  Reported  in- disagree¬ 
ment.  It  is  the  intention  of  the  managers 
on  the  part  of  the  House  to  offer  a  motion 
to  recede  and  concur  with  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment,  inserting  $1,300,000  instead  of  $3,500,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate.  The  amount 
approved  will  provide  funds  to  enable  the 
Department  to  initiate  the  poultry  inspection 
program,  on  a  deficiency  basis  if  necessary. 
Agricultural  Conservation  Program  Service 
Amendment  No.  4:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

CHAPTER  II 

Department  of  Commerce 
Amendment  No.  5  :  Changes  chapter  num¬ 
ber. 

Civil  Aeronautics  Administration 
Amendment  No.  6:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey 
Amendment  No.  7 :  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment.  The  managers  on  the  part  of  the 
House  intend  to  offer  a  motion  which  will 
appropriate  $2,400,000  in  lieu  of  $3,456,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate.  The  amount  pro¬ 
vided  herein,  together  with  funds  previously 
appropriated,  provides  a  total  of  $6,100,000 
for  the  new  surveying  ship.  The  conferees 
are  in  agreement  that  this  amount  is  to  be 
the  total  cost  of  the  ship. 

Bureau  of  Public  Roads 
Amendment  No.  8:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Weather  Bureau 

Amendment  No.  9:  Appropriates  $100,000 
for  Salaries  and  Expenses  instead  of  $372,100 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

The  Panama  Canal 

Amendment  No.  10 :  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Independent  Agencies 
Amendment  No.  11:  Inserts  heading. 
Advisory  Committee  on  Weather  Control 
Amendment  No.  12 :  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Small  Business  Administration 
Amendment  No.  13:  Inserts  heading. 
Amendments  Nos.  14  and  15:  Reported  in 
disagreement. 

CHAPTER  III 

Department  of  Defense — Military  functions 
Department  of  the  Army 
Amendment  No.  16:  .Changes  chapter 
number. 

Amendment  No.  17:  Appropriates  $310,- 
000,000  for  military  construction,  Army,  in¬ 
stead  of  $305,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $315,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  18:  Appropriates  $55,000,- 
000  for  military  construction.  Army  Reserve 
Forces  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  instead,  of 
$46,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 


Department  of  the  Navy 
Amendment  No.  19:  Appropriates  $265,- 
000,000  for  military  construction,  Navy,  as 
proposed  by  the  House  instead  of  $300,000,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and  adds  the 
following  projects,  as  approved  by  the  House, 
to  the  funding  program  as  approved  by  the 
Senate : 

MCAS,  El  Toro,  Calif . . .  $209,  000 

MCTC,  Twentynine  Palms,  Calif _  270,  000 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 
Amendment  No.  20:  Appropriates  $900,- 
000,000  for  military  construction.  Air  Force, 
as  proposed  by  the  House  instead  of  $950,- 
000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate.  The  com¬ 
mittee  of  conference  approves  the  funding 
program  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and  has 
allowed  $17,253,000  for  the  Air  Academy. 

General  provisions 

Amendments  Nos.  21  through  31:  Change 
section  numbers. 

Amendments  Nos.  32,  33,  and  34:  Reported 
in  disagreement. 

CHAPTER  IV 

Department  of  Defense — Civil  functions 
Department  of  the  Army 
Amendment  No.  35:  Changes  chapter 
number. 

Amendments  Nos.  36  and  37:  Appropriate 
$2,475,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $1,405,000 
shall  be  available  for  administrative  and 
information  and  education  expenses  for  ad¬ 
ministration.  Ryukyu  Islands,  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate,  instead  of  $2,410,000  and  $1,340,- 
000,  respectively,  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  38 :  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment.  It  is  the  intention  of  the  managers 
on  the  part  of  the  House  to  offer  a  motion  to 
recede  and  concur  with  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment  with  an  amendment.  In  recommend¬ 
ing  an  appropriation  of  $1,513,000  the  con¬ 
ferees  are  agreed  that  the  amount  is  for 
power  facilities  at  the  marine  base  or  a 
transmission  system  to  the  marine  base, 
whichever  is  more  economical.  No  other 
construction  is  authorized. 

CHAPTER  v 

Independent  Offices 

Amendment  No.  39:  Changes  chapter 
number. 

General  Services  Administration 
Hospital  Facilities  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
Amendment  No.  40:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency 
Amendment  No.  41:  Appropriates  $75,000 
for  farm  housing  research  instead  of  $150,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Department  of  the  Interior 
Amendment  No.  42;  Changes  chapter 
number. 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Amendment  No.  43 :  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
Amendment  No.  44:  Authorizes  transfer 
of  $169,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  in¬ 
stead  of  $118,000  as  proposed  by  the  House 
for  emergency  operation  and  maintenance  of 
the  San  Carlos  irrigation  project  on  a  non¬ 
reimbursable  basis. 

Amendment  No.  45:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Commission  for  a  National  Cultural  Center 
Amendment  No.  46 :  Inserts  limitation  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate  that  not  to  exceed 
$12,000  of  the  unobligated  balance  may  be 
used  for  expenses  of  the  Commission  for  a 
National  Cultural  Center. 

Department  of  Agriculture 
Forest  Service 

Amendment  No.  47 :  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 
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CHAPTER  VII 

Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare 

Amendment  No.  48:  Inserts  chapter  num¬ 
ber. 

Public  Health  Service 

Amendments  Nos.  49  and  50:  Reported  in 
disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  51:  Appropriates  $34,000 
for  construction  of  Indian  health  facilities 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

General  provisions 

Amendment  No.  52:  Deletes  language  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

Chapter  VIII 

Public  works 

Amendment  No.  53:  Changes  chapter 
number. 

Department  of  Defense — Civil  functions 

Amendment  No.  54:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment.  The  managers  on  the  part  of  the 
House  will  propose  an  amendment  to  include 
$425,000  in  lieu  of  $475,000,  proposed  By  the 
Senate..  This  action  will  eliminate  funds 
provided  in  the  Senatp  amendment  for  Rath- 
bun  Dam,  Iowa  (planning). 

Chapter  IX 

Department  of  State 

Amendment  No.  55:  Changes  chapter 
number. 

Amendment  No.  56:  Appropriates  $332,500 
for  the  Eleventh  World  Health  Assembly  in¬ 
stead  of  $290,000  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $375,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  57  f  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  58:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  judiciary 

Amendment  No.  59:  Authorizes  $10,000  for 
salaries  of  referees  as  proposed  by  the  Sen 
ate. 

Amendment  No.  60:  Authorizes  $75,000  for 
expenses  of  referees  as  proposed  by  the 
House  instead  of  $150,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

FUNDS  APPROPRIATED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 

President’s  special  international  program 

Amendment  No.  61:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment.  The  managers  on  the  part  of  the 
House  will  propose  an  amendment  to  include 
$545,000  of  the  increased  amount  provided 
for  in  the  Senate  amendment;  of  this 
amount  $430,000  is  solely  for  the  purpose  of 
paying  Belgian  taxes  and  $115,000  is  solely 
for  insurance  required  under  Belgian  law. 

CHAPTER  x 

Treasury  Department 

Amendment  No.  62:  Changes  chapter 
number. 

CHAPTER  XI  i 

District  of  Columbia 

Amendment  No.  63:  Changes  chapter 
number. 

Amendment  No.  64:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Amendments  Nos.  65  and  66:  Insert  $29,- 
090  to  pay  judgments  set  forth  in  Senate 
Document  Numbered  57. 

CHAPTER  XII 

Legislative  branch 

Amendment  No.  67:  Changes  chapter 
•  number. 

Amendment  No.  68:  Inserts  heading. 

Amendment  No.  69:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  70:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

CHAPTER  XIII 

Claims  for  damages,  audited  claims ,  and 

judgments 

Amendment  No.  71:  Changes  chapter 
number. 

Amendment  No.  72:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment.  ' 


Change 


chapter  xrv 
General  provisions 
Amendments  Nos.  73  and  74 
chapter  and  section  number. 

Amendment  No.  75:  Reported  In  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Clarence  Cannon, 

George  Mahon, 

Albert  Thomas, 

John  J.  Rooney  (ex¬ 
cept  as  to  language 
in  proviso,  Amend¬ 
ment  No.  58) 

R.  B,  Wigglesworth, 

Cliff  Clevenger, 

onagers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 


M  ana 


unanimous  consent  that  the  Record  and 
Journal  be  corrected  accordingly. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 


PROTECTING  THE  FBI  FILES 

(Mr.  HOSMER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  HOSMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  hope 
the  leadership  of  both  parties  will  listen 
to  these  relatively  few  words  I  say  today 
on  an  extremely  major  issue  which  this 
Congress  should  face  and  solve  before  it 
adjourns.  I,  for  one,  shall  refuse  to  vote 
for  adjournment  until  it  is  met.  In 
short,  I  shall  opposd  adjournment  of  this 
session  until  legislation  is  enacted  to 
overturn  the  Supreme  Court  decisions 
now  imposing  almost  impossible  burdens 
on  law-enforcement  agencies  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment. 

I  refer  specifically  to  lulls  aimed  at 
overcoming  the  Supreme  Court  decisions 
opening  up  FBI  files  to  defense  lawyers 
in  criminal  cases  and  related  decisions 
affecting  prosecution  of  criminal  cases. 

The  indictment  last  week  of  Soviet 
Army  Col.  Rudolph  Ivanovich  Abel,  a 
mastermind  in  the  Soviet  espionage  net¬ 
work  in  America,  is  fresh  evidence  of  the; 
secret  war  against  the  United  Stat 
being  carried  on  within  our  own  borde/s. 
Every  moment  we  delay  enacting  law/ to 
stop  the  FBI’s  secret  weapons  agsdnst 
subversion  from  being  disclose/  to 
friends  and  enemies  alike,  we  are  playing 
Russian  roulette  with  American  se/uritb 

Legislation  is  languishing  in  the  com¬ 
mittees  of  the  House  to  correct  tnis  con-'' 
dition.  It  would  permit  Federal  judges 
to  withhold  FBI  from  disclosm’e  when¬ 
ever  the  public  interest,  smety,  and 
security  is  involved.  It  fu/y  protects 
constitutional  right  by  limiting  testi¬ 
mony  against  defendants  /which  could 
not  be  met  without  seeing/the  files. 

Both  FBI  Director  J.  icdgar  Hoover 
and  Attorney  General  Herbert  Brownell 
have  made  urgent  pleas  for  enactment  of 
this  legislation. 

Notwithstanding  these  pleas,  and 
despite  the  fact  that  Congress  has  been 
in  session  almost  8  /months  and  often 
spent  days  deliberating  the  most  trivial 
pieces  of  legislation,  nothing  is  yet  on 
the  law  books.  1  am  sure  that  the 
American  people  will  agree  with  me  when 
I  say  that  Congress  has  no  business  go¬ 
ing  home  until  this  gaping  hole  in  the 
Nation’s  security  is  plugged. 

CORRECTION  OF  VOTE 

Mr.  RADWAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  roll- 
call  No.  13»  I  a  recorded  as  not  voting. 
I  was  present  and  voted  “nay.”  I  ask 


INTERNATIONAL  ATOMIC  ENERGY 
AGENCY 

Mr.  DURHAM  submitted  the  following 
conference  report  and  statement  on  the 
bill  (H.  R.  8992)  to  provide  for  the  ap¬ 
pointment  of  representatives  of  the 
United  States  in  the  organs  of  the  Inter¬ 
national  Atomic  Energy  Agency,  and  to 
make  other  provisions  with  respect  to 
the  participation  of  the  United  States  in 
that  Agency,  and  for  other  purposes: 

Conference  Report  (H.  Rept.  No.  1200) 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
8992)  to  provide  for  the  appointment  of 
representatives  of  the  United  States  in  the 
organs  of  the  International  Atomic  Energy 
Agency,  and  to  make  other  provisions  with 
respect  to  the  participation  of  the  United 
States  in  that  Agency,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  haying  met,  after  full  and  free  con¬ 
ference,  Maye  agreed  to  recommend  and  do 
recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as 
follows/  i 

That/  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  and 
agree/ to  the  same  with  an  amendment:  In 
lieu  fit  the  matter  proposed  to  be  inserted  by 
the/Senate  amendment,  insert  the  following: 

?e  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  this  Act  may  be 
cifed  as  the  ‘International  Atomic  Energy 
"gency  Participation  Act  of  1957’. 

“Sec.  2.  (a)  The  President,  by  and  with 
the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  shall 
appoint  a  representative  and  a  deputy 
representative  of  the  United  States  to  the 
International  Atomic  Energy  Agency  (here¬ 
inafter  referred  to  as  the  ‘Agency’) ,  who  shall 
hold  office  at  the  pleasure  of  the  President. 
Such  representative  and  deputy  representa¬ 
tive  shall  represent  the  United  States  on  the 
Board  of  Governors  of  the  Agency,  may 
represent  the  United  States  at  the  General 
Conference,  and  may  serve  ex  officio  as  United 
States  representative  on  any  organ  of  that 
Agency,  and  shall  perform  such  other  func¬ 
tions  in  connection  with  the  participation 
of  the  United  States  in  the  Agency  as  the 
^President  may  from  time  to  time  direct. 

'(b)  The  President,  by  and  with  the  ad- 
(ce  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  may  appoint 
or,  designate  from  time  to  time  to  attend  a 
specified  session,  or  specified  sessions  of  the 
General  Conference  of  the  Agency  a  repre¬ 
sentative  of  the  United  States  and  such 
number  of  alternates  as  he  may  determine 
consistent  with  the  rules  of  procedure  of  the 
General  Conference. 

“(c)  l'he  President  may  also  appoint  or 
designate  from  time  to  time  such  other 
persons  at  he  may  deem  necessary  to  repre¬ 
sent  the  United  States  in  the  organs  of  the 
Agency.  Tfce  President  may  designate  any 
officer  of  the  United  States  Government, 
whose  appointment  is  subject  to  confirma¬ 
tion  by  the  Seftate,  to  act,  without  additional 
compensation,  Vor  temporary  periods  as  the 
representative  Of  the  United  States  on  the 
Board  of  Governors  or  to  the  General  Con¬ 
ference  of  the  Agency  in  the  absence* 1  or  dis¬ 
ability  of  the  representative  and  deputy 
representative  appointed  under  section  2(a) 
or  in  lieu  of  such  representatives  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  a  specified \ubject  matter. 

“(d)  All  persons  appointed  or  designated 
In  pursuance  of  authority  contained  in  this 
section  shall  receive  compensation  at  rates 
determined  by  the  President  upon  the  basis 
of  duties  to  be  performed  but  not  in  excess 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  JrtfTuse  agreed  to  conference  report  on  supplemental  Appropriation  bill. 
House  Commence  subcommittee  ordered  reported  bill  to  transfer  certdin  work  under 
Packers/cmd  Stockyards  Act  to  FTC.  Senate  committee  ordered  reported  w^ter 
resources  conservation  resolution.  Sen.  Morton  inserted,  and  Sen.  Humphrey 


ticized,  REA  loan  portion  of  Secretary's  press  conference. 


.Horn. 


1.  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL  FOR  1958.  Agreed  to,  and  sent  to  the  Senate,  the 
conference  report  on  this  bill,  H.R.  9131.  (pp»  14145-57)  As  agreed  to  the  bill 
provides  $4  million  for  ARS  for  eradication  of  screwworms  and  fireants  (instead 
of  $5  million  as  proposed  by  the  Senate),  $1,300,000  for  poultry  inspection 
(instead  of  $3.5  million  as  proposed  by  the  Senate),  $20  million  for  ACPS  for 
emergency  conservation  measures  (instead  of  $25  million  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate),  not  to  exceed  $50,000  of  the  funds  appropriated  for  forest  land 
management  in  1958  for  the  acquisition  of  sites  for  buil dings  outside  the 
national  forests,  and  $75,000  (instead  of  $150,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate) 
for  farm  housing  research  by  the  land  grant  colleges  under  the  Housing  Act  of 
1957.  It  includes  $100,000  (instead  of  $150,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate)  for 
the  Advisory  Committee  on  Weather  Control  to  complete  its  final  report  by 
Dec.  31,  1957,  $15,000,000  for  the  President's  disaster  relief  fund,  $13,317,000 
for  TV A,  and  various  amounts  for  claims.  It  provides  that  appropriations, 
authorizations,  and  authority  provided  in  the  bill  shall  be  available  from 
July  1,  1957,  for  the  purposes  provided,  and  all  obligations  incurred  between 
June  30,  1957,  and  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  bill  in  anticipation  of  the 
appropriations,  authorizations,  and  authority  are  so  authorized. 


-  2  - 


\ 


2.  MONOPOLIES;  MEATPACKERS.  A  subcommittee  of  the  Interstate  and  Foreign 

Commerce  Committee  ordered  reported  with  amendment  H.R.  5282,  to  transfer 
certain  work  under  the  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act  to  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission,  p.  D813 


3. 


4. 


6. 


7. 


10. 


\ 


ORGANIZATION.  Conferees  were  appointed  on  S.  1791,  to  extend  the  Reorganiza¬ 
tion  Act\of  1949  to  apply  to  reorganization  plans  submitted  before  Jun^l, 
1959  (p.  14145).  Senate  conferees  were  appointed  Aug.  19. 


Passed 


FORESTRY.  Passed  as  reported  H.R.  7900,  to  authorize  the  Secretary/to  sell 
certain  Title  ^III  Bankhead-Jones  lands  in  Mich,  to  private  individuals, 
p.  14145 


5.  ATOMIC  ENERGY.  Passed  with  amendment,  H.R.  9379,  making  appropriations  for  the 
AEC  for  1958.  (pp.  14158-67)  The  bill  had  been  reported  by  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  earlier  (H.  Rept.  1217) (p.  14183). 


endment  to  the  Senate 


construction  for  veterans'- 


8. 


HOUSING.  Agreed  to  the  Senate  amendment  to  the  House 
amendment  to  H.R.  4602,  to\encourage  new  residential 

housing  in  rural  areas  and  Small  cities  and  towns  by  raising  the  maximum 
amount  in  which  direct  loans  fnay  be  made  from  $10^000  to  $13,500.  (pp. 
14171-72)  This  bill  will  now  b^  sent  to  the  President. 

The  Ways  and  Means  Committee  reported  without  amendment  H.R.  9057,  to 
amend  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  so\  as  to  provide  for  amortization  deductions 
with  respect  to  housing  facilities  for  farmworkers  (H.  Rept.  1215).  p.  14183 

PERSONNEL.  The  Post  Office  and  Civil  ^ferydce  Committee  reported  without 
amendment  H. Con. Res.  175,  proposing  a  cbde  of  ethics  for  the  Government 
service  (H.  Rept,  1208),  and  with  amendment  H.R.  607,  to  increase  the 
annuities  payable  to  retired  employees  fronkthe  civil  service  retirement 
(H.  Rept.  1211).  p.  14182  / 


fund 


RICE;  FISHERIES.  The  Merchant  M^tine  and  Fisheries  Committee  reported  with 
amendment  S.  1552,  to  authorize7  Interior  to  establish  a  program  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  on  research  and  experimentation  to  develop  methods  for 
the  commercial  production  of  fish  on  flooded  rice  acreage  in  rotation  with 
rice  field  crops  (H.  Rept./12l2).  p.  14182 


9. 


RECLAMATION.  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  ted  with  amendment 

S.  1996,  to  approve  tijd  contract  negotiated  with  the  Cas  Icova  Irrigation 
District,  and  to  proi/ide  that  the  excess-land  provisions  he  reclamation 

laws  shall  not  apply  to  the  lands  of  the  Kendrick  projec  o.  (H.  Rept.  1214). 

p.  14183 


ELECTRIFICATION/'  Rep.  Bow  defended  the  rapid  amortization  program\Eor  the 
electric  powei*  industry,  stating  that  recent  attacks  on  the  prograr 
"based  on  distortion  and  falsehood."  pp.  14173-78 


11.  FOREIGN  A^f>.  Rep.  Smith,  Wise.,  urged  that  reeent  cuts  in  foreign  aid  pi 
appropriations  be  sustained,  and  stated  that  "the  truth  is  that  the 
people^  are  not  sold  on  the  program."  p.  14178 
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12.  LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM.  Rep.  Albert  announced  that  the  Private  Calendar  will  be 
called  today,  Aug.  22.  pp.  14167-68 
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i  Sec.  3.  If  the  conditions  described  in  sec¬ 
tion  2  are  not  met  within  6  months  of  the 
datkof  enactment  of  this  act,  the  Secretary 
of  tne  Navy  may  dispose  of  the  U.  S.  S. 
Enterprise  in  accordance  with  law. 

The  Senate  joint  resolution  was  or¬ 
dered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read 
the  third  tune,  and  passed. 

A  motionxo  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

CONVEYANCE  \OF  FISSIONABLE 
MATERIAL 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Telfcas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from 
the  Speaker’s  desk  the  brll  (H.  R.  8005) 
to  provide  for  the  conveyance  of  an  in¬ 
terest  of  the  United  States*,  in  and  to 
fissionable  materials  in  a  tra^t  of  land 
in  the  county  of  Cook,  and  Staueof  Illi¬ 
nois,  with  Senate  amendments  Njiereto 
and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bi]. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amei 
ments,  as  follows: 

Page  2,  after  line  5,  insert: 

“Sec.  2.  The  Administrator  of  General 
Services  is  authorized  and  directed  to  convey 
by  quitclaim  deed  to  the  city  of  Kearney, 
a  municipal  corporation  of  the  county  of 
Buffalo  and  State  of  Nebraska,  all  of  the 
right,  title,  and  interest  of  the  United  States 
in  and  to  uranium,  thorium,  and  other  ma¬ 
terials  determined  pursuant  to  section  5  (b) 
(1)  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1946  (60 
Stat.  761)  to  be  peculiarly  essential  to  the 
production  of  fissionable  material,  contained 
in  the  tract  of  land  in  the  county  of  Buffalo, 
State  of  Nebraska,  which  was  conveyed  by 
quitclaim  deed  from  the  United  States  of 
America  to  the  city  of  Kearney,  recorded  on 
June  15,  1950,  at  book  151,  page  47,  in  the 
deed  records  of  Buffalo  County,  Nebr.  (said 
deed  having  been  issued  by  Deputy  Regional 
Director,  Liquidation  Service,  General  Serv¬ 
ices  Administration,  Office  of  Real  Property 
Disposal,  on  behalf  of  the  Administrator  of 
General  Services  in  the  name  of  United 
States  of  America).” 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  “An  act  to 
provide  for  the  conveyance  of  interests  of 
the  United  States  in  and  to  fissionable  ma¬ 
terials  in  certain  tracts  of  land  situated  in 
Cook  County,  Ill.,  and  in  Buffalo  County, 
Nebr.” 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to, 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  froi 
Texas? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  will'  the  gentleman 
explain  the  amendments? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Texas.  I  Vbuld  be 
delighted  to:  The  amendment  was  put 
on  the  bill  by  the  other  body  and  pro¬ 
vides  that  certain  fissionable  material 
reservations  be  reserved  Jfo  the  city  of 
Kearney.  The  same  matter  was  taken 
up  in  the  original  biiyand,  as  the  gen¬ 
tleman  will  recall,  Jr  talked  with  him 
yesterday  about  it  And  with  the  senior 
Republican  member  on  the  subcommit¬ 
tee  that  handled/it,  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut  [Mr. May]. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  with¬ 
draw  my  reservation  of  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  reqyest  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

Thejre  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con¬ 
curred  in. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
Cable. 


AMENDING  REORGANIZATION  ACT 
OF  1949 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from 
the  Speaker’s  table  the  bill  (S.  1791)  to 
further  amend  the  Reorganization  Act 
of' 1949,  as  amended,  so  that  such  act 
will  apply  to  reorganization  plans  trans¬ 
mitted  to  the  .Congress  at  any  time  be¬ 
fore  June  1,  1959,  with  amendments  of 
the  House  thereto,  insist  on  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  House  and  agree  to  the  con¬ 
ference  requested  by  the  Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair 
hears  none  and  appoints  the  following 
conferees:  Messrs.  Dawson  of  Illinois, 
Chudoff,  Brooks  of  Texas,  Moss,  Har¬ 
den,  Brown  of  Ohio,  and  Michel. 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA  STADIUM 

Mr.  McMILLAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  1937)  t( 
authorize  the  construction,  maintenance, 
id  operation  by  the  Armory  Board'  of 
tnfe  District  of  Columbia  of  a  stadium  in 
theNpistrict  of  Columbia,  and  for -'other 
purples,  with  amendments  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  thereto,  further  disagree  taahe  Sen¬ 
ate  amendments  and  ask  toy  a  further 
conferencXwith  the  Senate^ 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  thepe  objection  to 
the  request  o\the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina?  [After  a  pattse.]  The  Chair 
hears  none  andAappqmts  the  following 
conferees :  MessrsyJVEcMiLLAN,  Harris, 
Teague  of  Texas,  S^hwpson  of  Illinois,  and 
O’Hara  of  Minnesota/ 


PERMITTING?  SALE  OF  LAND  IN 
9TTAWA  COUNTyNmICH. 

Mr.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  Task  unani¬ 
mous  consent  for  the  present  considera¬ 
tion  otahe  bill  (H.  R.  7900)  to  pennit  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  sell  tckindi- 
viduals,'  land  in  Ottawa  County,  Miph., 
which  was  acquired  pursuant  to  the  p 
fsions  of  title  HI  of  the  Bankhead-Jon 
•’arm  Tenant  Act. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  (a)  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  may  sell  to  individuals  such 
real  property  in  Ottawa  County,  Mich.,  as 

(1)  was  acquired  by  him  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  section  32  of  the  Bankhead- 
Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  1011), 

(2)  is  being  administered  by  him,  and  (3) 
he  determines  is  not  needed  for  public  pur¬ 
poses  and  is  suitable  for  private  ownership. 

(b)  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  sell 
real  property  which  is  sold  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  subsection  (a)  at  a  price  which 
he  determines  to  be  the  market  value  sub¬ 
ject  to  such  terms  and  conditions  as  he  may 
prescribe.  Such  terms  and  conditions  shall 
be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
In  light  of  guidance  and  recommendations 
received  by  him  in  consultation  with  the 
Ottawa  County  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the 
West  Ottawa  Soil  Conservation  District  of 
Ottawa  County,  Mich. 

With  the  following  committee  amend¬ 
ment: 


Page  2,  beginning  with  line  3,  strika^out 
all  the  rest  of  subsection  (b)  and  insert  “to 
the  highest  responsible  bidder  but  at^not  less 
than  the  fair  market  price  thereof^  deter¬ 
mined  by  him  and  in  such  parcehr  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  such  terms  and  conditions  as  he  may 
prescribe.” 

The  committee  amendn^nt  was  agreed 
to. 

The  bill  was  ordered1'  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time/was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  apd  a  motion  to  recon¬ 
sider  was  laid  on  tbfe  table. 


SUBCOMMITTEE  OF  COMMITTEE  ON 
ARMED  SERVICES 
Mr.  HEBERT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Subcom¬ 
mittee  tit  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  iRay  have  permission  to  sit  during 
general  debate  today. 

re  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
tJKe  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Lou¬ 
isiana? 

\  There  was  no  objection. 


SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION 
BILL,  1958 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  recognizes 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri. [Mr.  Can¬ 
non], 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up 
the  conference  report  on  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9131)  making  supplemental  ap¬ 
propriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1958,  and  for  other  purposes, 
and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
statement  on  the  part  of  the  managers 
be  read  in  lieu  of  the  report. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

(For  conference  report  and  statement, 
see  proceedings  of  the  House  August  20, 
1957.) 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think 
there  is  nothing  controversial  in  this 
conference  report.  There  are,  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  report,  28  amendments  in 
technical  disagreement.  That  is,  under 
the  rules  the  conferees  are  required  to 
bring  them  back  to  be  voted  upon  sep¬ 
arately,  and  they  will  come  up  imme¬ 
diately  following  adoption  of  the  confer¬ 
ence  report. 

I  might  say,  by  way  of  summary,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  the  estimates  which  came 
to  us  from  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  ag¬ 
gregated  $1,860,748,967. 

We  made  a  material  reduction  in  those 
estimates  in  the  committee,  and  the  bill 
as  it  passed  the  House  carried  only  $1,- 
581,590,587.  In  the  other  body  estimates 
aggregated  even  more,  reaching  $1,972,- 
767,827.  As  passed  by  the  Senate  the 
bill  aggregated  $1,824,001,547.  The  con¬ 
ference  agreed  to  $1,734,011,947. 

As  compared  with  the  Senate  estimates 
the  conference  was  $238,755,880  below. 
As  compared  with  the  House  bill  it  was 
$152,421,360  above,  and  compared  with 
the  Senate  bill  it  was  $89,989,600  below. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 
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Mr.  GROSS.  Will  the  gentleman 
again  state,  for  the  benefit  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Iowa  and  the  Members  of 
the  House,  the  difference  between  the 
figures  of  the  House  bill  and  the  Senate 
bill  and  whether  or  not  the  figure  ar¬ 
rived  at  in  the  conference  is  higher  or 
lower  than  the  bill  which  the  House  origi¬ 
nally  approved? 

Mr.  CANNON.  The  bill  as  passed  by 
the  House  was  much  lower  than  the  esti¬ 
mates.  The  House  bill  carried  $1,581,- 
590,587.  The  other  body,  however,  had 
a  greater  amount  of  estimates,  $1,972,- 
767,827,  and  passed  it  at  $1,824,001,547, 
which  was  still  less  than  the  estimate 
but  more  than  the  House  bill.  I  trust 
that  answers  the  gentleman’s  question. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  nlinutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber], 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  did  not 
take  very  long,  only  48  hours,  for  the 
other  body  to  run  up  this  bill  from  $1,-- 
581,000,000  to  $1,824,000,000. 

The  bill  which  comes  from  the  confer¬ 
ence  is  $89,989,600  below  the  Senate  bill. 
It. is  above  the  House  bill  by  $152  million, 
approximately. 

I  have  no  objection  to  this  conference 
report.  There  are  some  pretty  big  items 
in  it,  but  it  is  the  best  that  could  be  done 
under  the  circumstances. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  in  order  that  I  may  make 
a  suggestion  to  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  If  I  may  have  the  at¬ 
tention  of  the  chairman  of  the  Appropri¬ 
ations  Committee,  Mr.  Cannon,  I  would 
like  to  suggest  that  in  the  next  session  of 
Congress  all  conference  reports — on 
which  we  get  all  too  little  information — 
come  to  the  House  with  a  ta^le  showing 
as  did  the  conference  report  on  H.  R. 
7665,  the  Defense  Department  appropria¬ 
tion  bill,  the  changes  that  are  made. 
That  ought  to  be  comparatively  easy  to 
provide. 

I  suggest  to  the  gentleman  that  next 
year  the  Appropriations  Committee  try 
to  accompany  every  report  with  this  kind 
of  table  so  that  all  Members  of  the  House 
can  readily  see  the  changes  that  have 
been  made  in  the  bill  as  to  total  amounts 
and  the  various  purposes  for  which 
appropriated. 

Mr.  CANNON.  As  the  gentleman  is 
aware,  these  conference  reports  are  cus¬ 
tomarily  in  stereotyped  form.  It  has 
never  been  the  practice  to  show  those 
figures  in  the  conference  report  for  the 
reason  that  they  are  in  the  bill  itself. 

Mr.  TABER.  There  are  two  items  in 
disagreement,  one  with  reference  to  the 
Burke  Air  port  and  one  with  reference  to 
a  channel  in  the  Columbia  River  running 
into  The  Dalles.  I  shall  oppose  them 
as  they  are  reached,  but  as  far  as  the 
conference  report  itself  is  concerned,  I 
am  not  opposed  to  that. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  conference 
report. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  conference  report. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 


The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  first  amendment  in  disagreement. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mi*.  Speaker,  of  the 
28  amendments  remaining,  I  shall  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  we  consider  en 
bloc  those  that  are  purely  formal  and 
upon  which  there  is  no  difference  of 
opinion.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  following  amendments  be  considered 
en  bloc:  Nos.  8,  15,  34,  43,  45,  47,  49,  50, 
58,  64,  72,  and  75. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  urge 
adoption  of  the  pending  motion  of  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Cannon]  particularly  since  the 
House  would  thereby  recede  and  concur 
in  amendment  in  disagreement  No.  58 
which  concerns  the  sum  $3,525,000  for 
the  purchase  of  Israeli  pounds  for  educa¬ 
tional,  scientific,  and  cultural  activities 
in  the  State  of  Israel.  The  other  body 
added  to  the  House  appropriation  a  pro¬ 
viso  “that  this  amount  shall  be  used  for 
purchase  of  foreign  currencies  from  the 
special  account  for  the  informational 
media  guaranty  program,  at  rates  of  ex¬ 
change  determined  by  the  Treasury  De¬ 
partment,  but  in  no  event  at  a  higher 
rate  per  unit  than  the  free  world  market 
value  of  the  currency  purchased,  and  the 
amounts  of  any  such  purchases  shall  be 
covered  into  miscellaneous  receipts  of 
the  Treasury.’’ 

I  have  been  advised  this  morning  that 
the  Department  of  State  and  the  Treas¬ 
ury  Department  feel  that  with  this  lan¬ 
guage  inserted  by  the  other  body  includ¬ 
ing  the  words  “but  in  no  event  at  a  higher 
rate  per  unit  than  the  free  world  mar¬ 
ket  value  of  the  currency  purchased’’ 
they  will  be  able  to  effectively  carry  out 
the  program  as  originally  presented  to 
the  House  Committee  on  Appropriations. 
The  pending  motion  should  be  adopted. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  Senate  amendments. 

Senate  amendment  No.  8:  On  page  3, 
after  line  17,  insert  the  following: 

“bureau  of  public  roads 
“ Public  lands  highways 

“Liquidation  of  contract  authorization 

“For  payment  of  obligations  incurred  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  contract  authorization  granted 
by  section  6  of  the  Federal-Aid  Highway  Act 
of  1954  (68  Stat.  73)  and  section  106  of  the 
Federal-Aid  Highway  Act  of  1956  (70  Stat. 
376),  to  remain  available  until  expehded, 
$1,533,000,  which  sum  is  composed  of 
$225,000,  the  balance  of  the  amount  author¬ 
ized  to  be  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year 
1957,  and  $1,308,000,  a  part  of  the  amount 
authorized  to  be  appropriated  for  the  fiscal 
year  1958.’’ 

Senate  amendment  No.  15:  Page  6,  after 
line  2,  insert  the  following: 

“revolving  fund 

“For  additional  capital  for  the  revolving 
fund  authorized  by  the  Small  Business  Act  of 
1953,  as  amended,  to  be  available  without 
fiscal  year  limitations,  $100,000,000.” 

Senate  amendment  No.  34:  On  page  13 
after  line  7  insert  the  following: 

“Sec.  314.  The  General  Counsel  of  the 
Department  of  Defense  shall  be  paid  at  the 
rate  prescribed  by  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  6  approved  June  30,  1953  (67  Stat.  638) .” 

Senate  amendment  No.  43:  Page  19,  after 
line  14,  insert  the  following: 


"bureau  of  land  management 
“Construction 

"Not  to  exceed  $1,423  of  the  funds  available 
to  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  from 
definite  annual  appropriations  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  reimbursing  the  city  of  Monticello, 
Utah,  for  the  cost  of  improvements  to  streets 
and  appurtenant  facilities  adjoining  property 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management.” 

Senate  amendment  No.  45:  On  page  20, 
line  9,  after  word  “basis”  insert  a  colon 
and  the  following:  “Provided,  That  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  authorized  to 
expend  income  received  from  leases  on  lands 
on  the  Colorado  River  Indian  Reservation 
(southern  and  northern  reserves)  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Colorado  River  Indian  Tribes 
and  their  members  during  the  current  fiscal 
year,  or  until  beneficial  ownership  of  the 
lands  has  been  determined  if  such  deter¬ 
mination  is  made  during  the  current  fiscal 
year.” 

Senate  amendment  No.  47:  On  page  21, 
after  line  14,  insert  the  following: 

“department  of  agriculture 
“Forest  Service 

“Forest  land  management:  During  the 
current  fiscal  year  not  to  exceed  $50,000  of 
the  funds  appropriated  under  this  head¬ 
ing  shall  be  available  for  the  acquisition  of 
sites  authorized  by  the  act  of  March  3,  1925, 
as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  555),  without  regard 
to  any  other  limitation  on  the  amount  avail¬ 
able  for  this  purpose.” 

Senate  amendment  No.  49:  On  page  22, 
after  line  4,  insert  the  following: 

“communicable  diseases 

“Communicable  diseases:  For  an  additional 
amount  for  ‘Communicable  diseases’,  for 
emergency  measures  necessary  for  the  further 
prevention  and  control  of  a  threatened  or 
actual  epidemic  of  influenza,  $800,000:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  $2,000,000  may  be  transferred 
from  funds  appropriated  for  disaster  relief 
pursuant  to  the  act  of  September  30,  1950, 
chapter  1125,  section  8  (64  Stat.  1109),  for 
the  purposes  specified  in  this  paragraph,  in¬ 
cluding  the  purchase,  without  regard  to 
section  3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  and 
distribution  of  supplies  and  materials  for 
prevention  and  control  and  grants  to  States 
of  money  and  medical  supplies  and  materials, 
upon  a  finding  by  the  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  upon  the  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  Surgeon  General  and  the 
National  Advisory  Health  Council,  that  a 
threatened  or  actual  epidemic  of  influenza 
constitutes  an  actual  or  potential  health 
emergency  of  national  significance.” 

Senate  amendment  No.  50:  On  page  22, 
after  line  21,  insert  the  following: 

“hospitals  and  medical  care 

“The  limitation  under  this  head  contained 
in  the  Third  Supplemental  Appropriation 
Act,  1957,  for  payments  for  medical  care  of 
dependents  and  retired  personnel  under  the 
Dependents’  Medical  Care  Act  is  increased 
by  such  sum  or  sums  as  may  be  necessary 
for  the  purpose.” 

Senate  amendment  No.  58:  On  page  25,  line 
9,  after  “$3,525,000”  insert  a  colon  and  the 
following:  “ Provided ,  That  this  amount  shall 
be  used  for  purchase  of  foreign  currencies 
from  the  special  account  for  the  informa¬ 
tional  mediums  guaranty  program,  at  rates  of 
exchange  determined  by  the  Treasury  De¬ 
partment,  but  in  no  event  at  a  higher  rate  per 
unit  than  the  free  world  market  value  of  the 
currency  purchased,  and  the  amounts  of  any 
such  purchases  shall  be  covered  into  mis¬ 
cellaneous  receipts  of  the  Treasury.” 

Senate  amendment  No.  64:  On  page  27, 
after  line  19,  insert  the  following: 

“department  of  public  health 

“Department  of  Public  Health,  amounts 
equal  to  the  cost  of  medical  services  ren- 
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dered  recipients  of  public  assistance,  without 
charge,  may  from  time  to  time  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Department  of  Public  Welfare 
for  deposit  into  a  fund,  hereby  established, 
for  the  purpose  of  matching  Federal  grants 
under  the  Social  Security  Act  for  payment 
for  medical  services  as  provided  under  that 
act,  payment  of  related  administrative  ex¬ 
pense,  and  return  of  any  surplus  to  the  gen¬ 
eral  fund  of  the  District  of  Columbia.” 

Senate  amendment  No.  72:  Page  32,  after 
line  24,  insert  the  following; 

"For  payment  of  Claims  for  damages  as 
settled  and  determined  by  departments  and  - 
agencies  in  accord  with  law,  audited  claims, 
certified  to  be  due  by  the  General  Account¬ 
ing  Office,  and  judgments  rendered  against 
the  United  States  by  United  States  district 
courts  and  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims, 
as  set  forth  in  Senate  Document  No.  60, 
85th  Congress,  $753,860  together  with  such 
amounts  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  interest 
(as  and  when  specified  in  such  judgments  or 
in  certain  of  the  settlements  of  the  General 
Accounting  Qffice  or  provided  by  law)  and 
such  additional  sums  due  to  increases  in 
rates  of  exchange  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay 
claims  in  foreign  currency:  Provided,  That 
no  judgment  herein  appropriated  for  shall 
be  paid  until  it  shall  have  become'  final  and 
conclusive  against  the  United  States  by  fail¬ 
ure  of  the  parties  to  appeal  or  otherwise: 
Provided  further,  That,  unless  otherwise 
specifically  required  by  law  or  by  the  judg¬ 
ment,  payment  of  interest  wherever  appro¬ 
priated  for  herein  shall  not  continue  for 
more  than  30  days  after  the  date  of  approval 
of  this  act.” 

Senate  amendment  No.  75:  On  page  34, 
after  line  14,  insert  the  following : 

"Sec.  1402.  The  appropriations,  authori¬ 
zations,  and  authority  with  respect  thereto 
in  this  act  shall  be  available  from  July  1, 
1957,  for  the  purposes  provided  in  such  ap¬ 
propriations,  authorizations,  and  authority. 
All  obligations  incurred  during  the  period 
between  June  30,  1957,  and  the  date  of  en¬ 
actment  of  this  act  in  anticipation  of  such 
appropriations,  authorizations,  and  authority 
are  hereby  ratified  and  confirmed  if  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  terms  hereof,  and  the 
terms  of  Public  Law  85-78,  85th  Congress, 
as  amended.” 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendments. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  3:  On  page  2,  line 
10,  insert:  f 

"agricultural  marketing  service 

"For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Marketing 
Research  and  Service,’  for  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ices,  $3,500,000:  Provided,  That  this  para¬ 
graph  shall  be  effective  only  upon  enactment 
into  law  of  S.  1747  of  the  85th  Congress.” 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Cannon  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  3,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  sum  proposed  in  said  amendment  in¬ 
sert  "$1,300,000.” 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Is  the  money  provided  in 
this  bill  for  the  other  body  for  $1  million 
worth  of  furniture? 


Mr.  CANNON.  That  will  come  in  a 
later  amendment.  We  are  taking  the 
Senate  amendments  in  the  order  in 
which  they  appear  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  GROSS.  What  is  that  amend¬ 
ment  number? 

Mr.  CANNON.  Amendments  Nos.  69 
and  70  deal  with  the  subject. 

Mr.  GROSS.  That  includes  the  $1 
million  worth  of  furniture? 

Mr.  CANNON.  Yes,  furniture  and 
furnishings  for  the  new  Senate  Office 
Building. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  4:  Page  2,  line  15, 
insert : 

"agricultural  conservation  program 

SERVICE 

"Emergency  conservation  measures 

"For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Emergency 
conservation  measures,’  to  be  used  for  the 
same  purposes  and  subject  to  the  same  con¬ 
ditions  as  the  funds  appropriated  under 
this  head  in  the  Third  Supplemental  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1957,  $25,000,000.” 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Cannon  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  4,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  sum  proposed  in  said  amendment  insert 
“$20,000,000.” 

(Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN  asked  and 
was  given  permission  Lo  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  at  this  point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  $20  million  contained  in 
the  conference  report  on  H.  R.  9131  will 
enable  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to 
make  payments  to  farmers  to  carry  our 
emergency  conservation  measures  to  re¬ 
habilitate  farmlands  damaged  by  wind 
erosion,  floods,  hurricanes,  and  other 
natural  disasters.  A  substantial  portion 
of  the  funds  will  be  used  to  provide  as¬ 
sistance  to  farmers  who  have  suffered 
serious  flood  damage  in  recent  weeks  in 
about  11  States,  including  Minnesota. 

The  language  of  the  bill  provides  that 
the  funds  may  be  distributed  among 
States  and  individual  farmers  without 
regard  to  the  formula  contained  in  the 
basic  law.  It  is  proposed,  therefore,  to 
distribute  the  funds  among  the  States  in 
acordance  with  the  needs  for  such  as¬ 
sistance. 

The  program  will  be  carried  out  on  a 
cost-sharing  basis.  The  Federal  portion 
will  run  from  50  to  80  percent.  Spe¬ 
cific  practices  on  farmlands  to  be  au¬ 
thorized  include  emergency  drainage, 
'  filling  of  gulleys  and  holes,  removing  of 
debris,  and  deep  plowing  to  turn  under 
gravel  and  sand  deposits. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Senate  amendment  No.  6:  Page  3,  line  3, 
strike  out: 

"CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  ADMINISTRATION 

" Construction  and  development,  additional 
Washington  airport 

"For  necessary  expenses  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  and  development  of  a  public  airport  in 
the  vicinity  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as 
authorized  by  the  act  of  September  7,  1950 
(64  Stat.  770),  including  acquisition  of  land, 
$12,500,000,  to  remain  available  until  ex¬ 
pended  :  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  a  total 
of  $250,000  may  be  advanced  to  the  ap¬ 
plicable  appropriations  of  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Administration  for  necessary  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses.” 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  insist  on  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  Senate  amendment. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
preferential  motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Taber  moves  to  recede  and  concur 
in  Senate  amendment  No.  6. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [-Mr. 
Thomas]. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  hope 
Mr.  Taber’s  motion  is  voted  down.  This 
is  our  old  familiar  problem,  the  Burke 
airport.  What  our  amendment  does  is 
simply  to  reinstate  the  House  language, 
just  like  this  House  'passed  it  2  weeks 
ago.  Then  what  we  will  do  is  to  take  the 
language  of  the  Senate  report.  Now,  the 
Senate  report  says  they  are  going  to 
appoint  this  high-powered,  super-duper 
board,  the  expert  of  all  experts.  We 
agree  to  that.  We  would  agree  that  they 
report  back  on  the  15th  of  January. 
Then  we  would  make  it  mandatory  that 
the  Secretary  of  Commerce  'make  a  de¬ 
cision  where  he  wants  to  put  that  air¬ 
port.  We  do  not  say  where — Friendship, 
Chantilly,  Burke,  or  any  place  in  the 
area — and  then  it  should  be  mandatory 
that  the  CAA  go  ahead  and  start  building 
it  with  the  $12.5  million. 

Now,  we  have  no  personal  interest  in 
this  matter.  Our  interest  is  on  the  side 
of  safety.  Frankly,  I  have  never  been 
to  any  one  of  these  sites,  and  all  I  am 
trying  to  do  is  to  carry  a  little  chore 
for  the  CAA,  Secretary  Rothschild,  and 
Secretary  Sinclair  Weeks.  That  is  my 
interest  in  it.  I  understand  the  Presi¬ 
dent  wants  the  airport.  He  knows  it  is 
dangerous  not  to  have  another  facility, 
and  that  is  our  interest. 

I  hope  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  is  voted  down. 
If  we  go  back  to  conference  with  the 
Senate,  I  have  every  reason  to  believe 
that  we  will  reach  an  agreement  in  less 
than  30  minutes. 

Mr.  YOUNGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California. 

Mr.  YOUNGER.  Am  I  to  understand 
from  the  gentleman  from  Texas  that  the 
new  Air  Modernization  Board  is  the 
group  to  settle  on  the  airport  question? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  They  are  going  to 
make  the  recommendation.  That  is 
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what  the  other  body  wanted  and  we 
adopted  what  they  wanted.  They  made 
the  recommendation. 

Mr.  YOUNGER.  When  the  House  ap¬ 
proved  setting  up  the  Modernization 
Board  it  was  solely  for  the  purpose  of 
establishing  safety  devices  for  air  trans¬ 
portation.  This  injects  an  entirely  new 
purpose  into  the  Air  Modernization 
Board. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  will  say  to  my  friend 
that  he  is  exactly  right.  But  the  other 
body  said  that  these  were  the  experts  of 
all  experts  and  they  wanted  them  to  go 
out  and  study  this  problem  and  make  a 
report  by  January  the  15th.  We  said, 
“Okay,  we  think  that  is  a  good  idea.  But 
after  they  make  their  report  we  want 
Mr.  Sinclair  Weeks  to  really  start  some¬ 
thing  moving.  We  do  not  care  where  it 
is — Burke,  Chantilly,  or  whatnot;  any 
place  in  the  area,  just  so  we  take  the 
pressure  off  this  airport  out  here  and 
prevent  a  serious  accident.”  That  is  all 
we  are  trying  to  do. 

Mr.  YOUNGER.  I  have  no  objection 
to  that.  I  agree  with  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  that  it  is  fine  to  get  the 
airport,  but  it  would  be  absolutely  wrong 
for  us  to  assign  duties  to  the  Air  Mod¬ 
ernization  Board  which  were  never  con¬ 
templated  when  that  Board  was  estab¬ 
lished. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  That  was  the  thinking 
of  the  other  body  and  we  were  just  trying 
to  go  along.  Of  course,  we  know  the 
Board  is  very  capable  and  very  respon¬ 
sible. 

Mr.  PRIEDEL.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man  for  saying  that  he  is  interested  in 
safety.  I  am  sure  all  of  us  are.  All  of 
us  know  that  the  Washington  National 
Airport  is  overcrowded.  But  without  ex¬ 
pending  this  $12Y2  million  you  have 
Friendship  available  today.  You  can  re¬ 
lieve  the  overcrowded  condition  by  using 
Friendship  right  now.  The  $12^2  mil¬ 
lion  is  only  the  beginning.  It  will  run 
closer  to  $75  million  or  $90  million.  1 
hope  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  will  be  approved. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  May  I  say  to  my  friend 
that  I  do  not  know  where  he  gets  his 
figure  of  $90  million.  None  of  the  ex¬ 
perts  have  gone  that  high.  I  am  a  non¬ 
expert  and  the  figure  that  I  would  pick 
out,  based  upon  what  they  say,  is  around 
$60  million.  But  let  me  say  to  my  friend 
from  Maryland  that  we  are  trying  to 
help  him.  We  know  the  pressure  he  is 
under,  if  my  guess  is  worth  anything, 
and  I  give  it  to  him  as  a  guess,  purely 
as  a  nonexpert,  the  CAB  will  force  the 
use  of  his  airport  in  less  than  7  months. 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  That  I  will  have  to 
see. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  take  their  word  for 
it,  and  I  believe  they  will. 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  Judging  by  past  ac¬ 
tions,  I  cannot  be  too  sure. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  The  gentleman  must 
remember  that  the  CAB  is  under  some 
legal  restrictions.  They  will  get  out 
from  under  those  legal  restrictions,  in 
my  judgment,  in  from  5  to  7  months. 


Further,  my  judgment  is  that  they  will 
force  the  use  of  that  airport. 

Mr.  Speaker,  at  this  time  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  BroyhillI. 

Mr.  BROYHILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  take 
the  floor  at  this  time  to  make  a  very 
brief  and  possibly  final  appeal  to  my  col¬ 
leagues  concerning  this  airport  problem. 
I  do  so  fully  realizing  that  when  the 
distinguished  members  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Appropriations  make  a  recom¬ 
mendation  to  this  body  it  is  almost  im¬ 
possible,  certainly  the  odds  are  over¬ 
whelmingly  against,  a  person  with  the 
little  influence  that  I  have,  to  over¬ 
come  their  recommendations. 

However,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  submit  that 
there  is  not  one  Member  of  this  body 
who,  if  he  felt  as  I  do,  that  the  welfare, 
safety,  comfort,  and  well-being  of  his 
constituents  were  at  stake  would  not 
take  the  floor  and  take  the  same  posi¬ 
tion  I  am  taking  here  this  morning.  We 
are  all  aware  of  the  problem  of  air  facil¬ 
ities  around  here.  We  do  not  want  to 
delay  the  improvement  of  those  facili¬ 
ties.  We  appreciate  that  the  members 
of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
have  recognized  that  the  Congress  does 
have  a  responsibility  to  the  people  of  the 
Nation’s  Capital  and  the  surrounding 
area  in  helping  them  to  solve  the  prob¬ 
lem. 

However,  I  feel  that  we  are  approach- 
irig  this  problem  in  an  air  of  despera¬ 
tion  and  panic.  We  have  heard  some 
rather  dramatic  statements  about  the 
danger  out  there  at  National  Airport, 
that  it  is  a  deathtrap.  We  have' heard 
that  we  have  been  confronted  with  the 
problem  for  7  years  and  we  should  not 
delay  it  any  further.  We  have  heard 
that  the  experts  have  recommended  a 
certain  site  and  that  we  should  shut  our 
eyes  and  acquiesce  in  the  advice  of  the 
experts. 

I  do  not  think  the  danger  at  the  Na¬ 
tional  Airport  is  as  great  as  has  been 
portrayed  here.  The  Civil  Aeronautics 
Administration  officials  do  not  say  there 
is  danger  there.  They  control  the  flights 
coming  in  and  taking  off  there.  They 
can  shift  the  flights  to  Friendship  if  the 
conditions  do  become  too  dangerous. 
They  never  testified  that  there  was  a 
dangerous  situation  existing  at  the  Na¬ 
tional  Airport.  They  have  testified  that 
they  need  additional  air  facilities. 

What  about  this  emergency?  Sure,  it 
has  been  7  years  since  the  problem  first 
came  before  us.  But  the  Department  of 
Commerce  and  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Ad¬ 
ministration  have  not  treated  it  as  an 
emergency.  They  have  not  come  up  here 
every  year  asking  for  appropriations  on 
an  emergency  basis.  Certainly  if  it  were 
an  emergency  they  would  have  come  up 
here  earlier  this  year,  and  not  in  the 
closing  days  of  the  session. 

As  far  as  the  advice  of  experts  is  con¬ 
cerned,  there  is  a  lot  of  inconsistency 
and  contradiction  among  the  experts  on 
this  matter.  The  Curtis  White  House 
Commission  stated  in  their  report  that 
an  airport  should  not  be  located  within 
a  radius  of  16  miles  of  an  existing  air 
facility.  So  I  think  it  is  because  of  the 
conflict  in  the  advice  of  these  experts 
that  we  should  hold  off  on  this  appro- 
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priation  here  today.  Certainly  it  is  not 
consistent  for  the  Congress  to  take 
blindly  the  advice  of  experts  in  appropri¬ 
ating  money  for  anything.  We  merely 
seek  the  advice  and  the  consultation  of 
the  experts. 

I  submit  also  that  we  have  arrived  at 
a  crossroads  in  this  problem.  We  do  not 
want  to  take  a  negative  approach  any 
further.  We  want  to  take  positive  ac¬ 
tion.  That  is  why  we  feel  like  going 
along  with  the  other  body  when  they 
state  that  they  want  until  January  15, 
that  they  do  want  to  consult  with  the 
other  experts  on  the  safety  measures  in¬ 
volved  here  in  the  construction  of  this 
second  airport.  If  you  will  agree  to  hold 
up  this  appropriation  and  go  along  with 
the  language  of  the  other  body,  I  would 
have  to  make  the  statement  here  this 
morning  that  after  January  15  we  would 
have  to  go  along  with  those  appropria¬ 
tions.  We  do  not  want  to  delay  the  solu¬ 
tion  of  this  problem  any  further,  but 
we  do  feel  that  since  the  safety  inter¬ 
ests  of  so  many  people  are  involved  we 
should  receive  the  advice  of  this  other 
body  of  experts  whose  opinions  up  to 
this  point  have  been  in  conflict  with  the 
advice  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Admin¬ 
istration. 

If  we  err  on  going  ahead  with  these 
funds  on  a  project  that  may  cost  $75  or 
$100  million — no  one  knows,  because  the 
experts  have  been  inconsistent — if  we  err 
on  this  matter  it  will  be  too  late  to  cor¬ 
rect  it  and  save  these  millions  and  mil¬ 
lions  of  dollars. 

I  plead  with  my  colleagues  to  give, 
our  community  some  consideration  on 
this  matter.  I  promise  you  we  will  work 
with  you  from  January  15,  to  work  with 
the  construction  of  this  needed  facility, 
if  you  will  consider  our  problems  and 
give  us  a  chance  to  check  the  safety 
problem  with  the  other  experts  who  have 
been  appointed  by  the  President.  I  urge 
that  the  motion  to  recede  an  offer  by  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber] 
be  adopted. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
4  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Bow],  but  before  I  yield,  may  I  say 
that  I  want  the  House  to  bear  in  mind 
two  things:  First.  There  is  a  plane  tak¬ 
ing  off  or  landing  at  the  National  Air¬ 
port  every  45  or  50  seconds  in  peak 
periods:  In  my  non-expert  judgment, 
that  is  per  se  a  death  trap. 

Second.  This  new  airport  is  not  going 
to  cost  the  taxpayers  1  penny,  so  they 
say.  They  say  they  will  amortize  not 
only  tlae  construction  but  the  operation, 
and  I  will  do  my  best  to  see  that  that 
happens. 

•  Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  The  gentleman  said 
something-  a  moment  ago  about  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  that  the  Air  Modernization 
Board  might  have  in  connection  with 
the  airport. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  will  say  to  my  dis¬ 
tinguished  friend  that  in  its  report  the 
other  body  thought  it  would  be  well  for 
that  distinguished  group  of  experts  to 
advise  them  of  their  opinion  on  where 
-to  locate  it.  It  is  not  mandatory.  It 
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is  not  a  part  of  the  law  that  the  Board 
do  that,  but  if  the  Board  wants  to  do 
that,  would  the  gentleman  have  any  ob¬ 
jection  to  them  doing  it? 

Mr.  HARRIS.  I  think  I  would  be¬ 
cause  we  discussed  the  responsibility 
and  authority  of  the  Board  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  authorization.  It  has  a 
particular  function  and  that  is  techni¬ 
cal  in  connection  with  the  development 
of  navigation  aids  and  certainly  not  in 
connection  with  the  development  of  air¬ 
ports. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  But,  to  say  the  least, 
it  is  not  in  the  law  and  it  is  not  man¬ 
datory  that  they  do  it. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  I  think  the  Record 
should  be  very  clear.  The  Congress  did 
not  extend  such  authority  to  the  Board. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  It  is  not  mandatory. 
It  is  not  in  the  law  now  that  they  do 
that. 

Mr.  EVINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  EVINS.  I  think  the  Record 
should  also  be  made  clear  that  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce,  the  gentleman  from 
Arkansas  [Mr.  Harris]  at  the  time  the 
legislation  was  considered  stated  to  the 
House  that  he  favored  setting  up  an  in¬ 
dependent  agency  for  this  purpose,  and 
that  the  legislation  was  the  first  step 
in  that  direction.  Why  should  the  Board 
be  prevented  from  giving  its  opinion  on 
a  question  of  safety? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  thank  my  friend, 
the  gentleman  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  now  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bowl. 

(Mr.  BOW  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  BOW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  in  sup¬ 
port  of  the  position  taken  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  that  something  should 
be  done  and  should  be  done  now  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  future  needs  of  aviation  in 
the  Nation’s  Capital.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
should  like  to  point  out  so  far  as  the 
language  of  the  report  of  the  other  body 
is  concerned,  where  they  have  placed 
some  responsibility  upon  this  new  Board, 
that  exists  there  already.  It  is  already 
there.  There  is  still  a  responsibility  on 
the  part  of  that  Board  to  make  this  study 
and  report  back.  It  seems  to  me  that  if 
we  are  going  to  get  something  done, 
the  House  should  insist  upon  its  posi¬ 
tion — leave  this  money  in  the  bill,  and 
then  as  the  gentleman  from  Texas  has 
said,  we  can  agree  upon  some  language 
whereby  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  at  a 
certain  time  will  go  ahead  and  designate 
the  place.  We  have  no  particular  inter¬ 
est  in  whether  it  is  in  Burke,  or  Chantilly 
or  some  other  place,  but  we  think  an 
airport  is  necessary.  I  say  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Virginia  who  is  going  to  ask 
me  to  yield  and  I  will  yield  to  him  in  a 
moment  that  he  comfortably  rides  back 
and  forth  to  Virginia,  but  my  constit¬ 
uents  and  when  I  go  home  have  to  fly 
and  I  am  worried  about  this  situation 
of  the  crowding  of  the  airport.  Those 
who  have  been  objecting  the  most  are 
not  the  users  of  this  particular  airport 
and  they  should  give  some  consideration 
to  those  of  us  who  have  to  fly  rather 


than  driving  across  either  a  bridge  or  a 
tunnel  to  their  homes  in  Virginia. 

I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Vir¬ 
ginia  [Mr.  BroyhillI. 

Mr.  BROYHILL.  I  would  like  to  point 
out  for  the  gentleman  that  all  of  us,  and 
certainly  the  Members  of  the  other  body 
who  supported  the  position  of  the  other 
body,  committed  themselves  on  January 
15  of  next  year  these  funds  will  be  ap¬ 
propriated  and  we  will  proceed  with  the 
construction  of  the  airport.  The  only 
thing  we  are  asking  here  today  is  that  we 
wait  another  5  months  to  check  with 
this  other  group  of  experts. 

Mr.  BOW.  May  I  ask  the  gentleman 
this  question?  Do  I  understand  from 
the  gentleman’s  statement  that  if  this 
Board  that  makes  the  study  should  de¬ 
termine  that  Burke  is  the  proper  place 
to  put  this  airport  that  we  will  hear  noth¬ 
ing  more  from  the  gentleman  in  objec¬ 
tion  to  it? 

Mr.  BROYHILL.  I  might  say  that  the 
gentleman  has  enough  sense  to  know 
when  he  is  licked.  I  will  acquiesce  in 
being  licked  if  that  should  happen. 

Mr.  BOW.  Will  the  gentleman  say  to 
us  now  that;  if  the  Board  should  make 
the  finding  that  Burke  is  the  place,  he 
will  no  longer  object? 

Mr.  BROYHILL.  I  may  reserve  the 
right  to  object,  but  I  recognize  that  it 
would  be  futile  at  that  time  to  continue  to 
object. 

Mr.  BOW.  Then,  why  can  we  not 
leave  this  money  in  the  bill  and  let  them 
make  the  study  and  come  up  with  their 
recommendation?  What  is  the  gentle¬ 
man  objecting  to  if  he  says  now  that 
when  the  study  is  made,  he  is  going  to 
abide  by  it?  Let  us  move  on  with  this. 
This  study  can  be  made  with  the  money 
in  the  bill  so  we  do  not  have  to  go  through 
these  processes  again.  We  fought  this 
out  on  the  floor  of  the  House  and  the 
House  has  spoken.  The  House  thinks 
there  should  be  an  airport  started  now. 
Why  do  we  not  go  ahead  instead  of  let¬ 
ting  the  other  body  say  to  us,  “No,  there 
will  be  no  airport  until  we  determine 
where  it  is  going  to  be”?  I  think  the 
House  has  a  right  to  express  its  opinion 
in  this  matter  and  that  we  should  stand 
by  the  decision  made  here  last  week. 

Mr.  BROYHILL.  The  CAA  have  com¬ 
mitted  themselves  that  they  are  going 
to  build  an  airport  at  Burke.  If  you  ap¬ 
propriate  these  funds,  they  will  proceed 
with  the  erection  of  the  facility. 

Mr.  BOW.  I  say  to  the  gentleman  he 
does  not  understand  what  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Thomas]  has  said.  If 
we  leave  this  money  in  and  work  out  the 
language — we  have  no  interest  whether 
it  will  be  Burke  or  Chantilly.  Let  them 
make  a  study,  but  leave  the  money  in  so 
that  we  know  there  is  going  to  be  an 
airport.  This  House  should  accept  its 
responsibility.  We  will  have  this  kind 
of  protection  to  the  people  who  fly  in 
and  out  of  Washington. 

Mr.  BROYHILL.  The  only  problem 
here  is  that  under  the  version  of  the 
other  body  the  recommendation  would 
also  have  to  come  back  to  Congress, 
whereas  if  we  appropriate  the  money 
now  the  recommendation  would  only  be 
to  the  CAA. 


The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bowl  has 
expired. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  use  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber], 

Mr.  LANKFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  Let  me  say  a  few  things 
first,  and  then  I  will  yield. 

The  trouble  with  this  situation  is  we 
have  been  messing  around  with  this 
Burke  airport,  which  is  a  false  alarm, 
for  a  long  time.  The  result  has  been 
that  we  do  not  have  any  airport  that 
we  ought  to  have.  Now,  let  us  wake  up 
and  not  go  to  sleep  any  longer.  We 
must  have  another  site  for  an  airport 
in  order  to  get  one,  and  this  Burke  air¬ 
port  picture  involves  cutting  down  hills 
150  feet  high  and  monkeying  around, 
and  everybody  who  has  approached  it 
has  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  can¬ 
not  be  done  and  done  satisfactorily.  If 
we  are  going  to  get  an  airport,  we  have 
to  have  a  good  site.  Let  us  stop  fooling 
around.  The  other  body  went  into  this 
situation  convinced  that  we  should  go 
ahead  with  this  Burke  airport.  They 
came  out  of  it  absolutely  unanimous 
that  they  should  get  another  site.  They 
have  another  site  down  at  a  place  called 
Chantilly.  I  do  not  know  where  it  is. 
It  is  on  Route  50,  somewhere  between 
here  and  Warrenton.  They  think  that 
perhaps  that  might  measure  up  to  the 
situation.  If  we  keep  this  money  in  the 
bill  for  Burke,  we  are  just  holding  the 
thing  up  another  6  months,  perhaps  more 
than  6  months.  Now  let  us  stop  fooling 
around.  Let  us  agree  to  the  Senate 
amendment  and  wipe  this  thing  out  of 
the  bill.  Then  as  soon  as  it  is  possible 
to  get  some  kind  of  decision  and  recom¬ 
mendation  and  plan  for  another  site  they 
can  go  ahead.  That  is  the  situation  we 
we  are  in.  Those  who  do  not  want  any¬ 
thing  done — just  want  to  continue  to 
fiddle  around — will  want  to  just  monkey 
around  with  this  thing ;  but  if  you  recede 
and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment 
and  knock  this  thing  out,  we  have  a 
chance  of  getting  something  in  front  of 
us  that  will  be  intelligible. 

Mr.  LANKFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANKFORD.  The  gentleman 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bowl  spoke  of  the 
House  taking  its  responsibility  seriously. 
I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  if  he 
does  not  believe  that  the  CAB  should 
take  its  responsibility  seriously,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  so  much  has  been  said 
about  the  hazardous  flying  conditions  at 
National  Airport?  Does  he  not  believe 
that  the  CAB  should  take  its  responsibil¬ 
ity  seriously  and  take  immediate  steps  to 
relieve  the  hazards  at  the  National  Air¬ 
port  by  diverting  some  of  the  traffic  to 
Friendship? 

I  do  not  care  where  the  airport  goes, 
Chantilly  or  Burke,  but  if  they  are  truly 
interested  in  safety  they  will  take  im¬ 
mediate  steps  now. 

Mr.  TABER.  That  situation  has  been 
the  same  for  the  last  4  or  5  years ;  it  has 
been  before  Congress  for  consideration 
time  after  time,  and  the  Congress  has 
known  of  the  situation. 
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Frankly,  I  want  to  see  this  airport 
situation  worked  out  and  I  think  the  way 
to  work  it  out  is  to  vote  to  recede  and 
concur. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  trust 
the  pending  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber],  to  recede 
and  concur  will  be  voted  down.  This 
matter  of  an  additional  airport  for  the 
Nation’s  Capital  has  been  postponed  far 
too  long.  It  is  now  time  to  fish  or  cut 
bait.  The  Washington  National  Airport 
has  certainly  reached  the  saturation 
point  when  landings  and  takeoffs  occur 
as  often  as  one  every  three-quarters  of 
a  minute.  When  the  pending  motion  is 
voted  down  it  will  be  in  order  to  adopt 
the  motion  of  the  distinguished  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]  ,  to  in¬ 
sist  upon  the  disagreement  with  the  other 
body. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Taber]  to  recede  and  concur. 

The  questions  was  taken ;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  Taber)  there 
were — ayep  44,  noes  81. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object  to 
the  vote  on  the  ground  that  a  quorum 
is  not  present  and  make  the  point  of 
order  that  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  Evidently  a  quorum 
is  not  present.  The  Doorkeeper  will 
close  the  doors,  the  Sergeant  at  Arms 
will  notify  absent  Members,  and  the 
Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  question  was  taken  and  there 
were — yeas  125,  nays  233,  answering 
“Present”  1,  not  voting  73,  as  follows: 

[Roll  No.  202] 

YEAS— 125 


Abbitt 

Gross 

Poff 

Adair 

Gwinn 

Ray 

Allen,  Ill. 

Hagen 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Andersen, 

Halleck 

Reed 

H.  Carl 

Harden 

Rees,  Kans. 

Andresen, 

Harrison,  Nebr. 

Reuss 

August  H. 

Hemphill 

Rhodes,  Ariz. 

Arends 

Henderson 

Riehlman 

Ashley 

Hill 

Riley 

Betts 

Hillings 

Robeson,  Va. 

Blatnik 

Holt 

Rogers,  Tex. 

Blitch 

Hosmer 

Rutherford 

Breeding 

Huddleston 

Schenck 

Broyhill 

Hull 

Scherer 

Budge 

Hyde 

Scott,  Pa. 

Burleson 

James 

Scrivner 

Bush 

Jenkins 

Seely-Brown 

Byrd 

Jensen 

Siler 

Byrne,  Ill. 

Johansen 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Carrigg 

Johnson 

Smith,  Calif. 

Cederberg 

Jonas 

Smith,  Kans. 

Chenoweth 

Jones,  Mo. 

Smith,  Wis. 

Cole 

Judd 

Staggers 

Collier 

Keating 

Stauffer 

Colmer 

Knox 

Taber 

Corbett 

Lankford 

Talle 

Coudert 

LeCompte 

Taylor 

Cunningham, 

Lipscomb 

Teague,  Calif. 

Iowa 

McCulloch 

Thomson,  Wyo. 

Cunningham, 

McGregor 

Tuck 

Nebr. 

McIntosh 

Van  Pelt 

Curtin 

McMillan 

Van  Zandt 

Curtis,  Mo. 

McVey 

Vorys 

Dague 

Mack,  Wash. 

Vursell 

Davis,  Ga, 

Martin 

Walter 

Dawson,  Utah 

Miller,  Md. 

Weaver 

Devereux 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Wharton 

Dixon 

Minshall 

Wier 

Donohue 

Mumma 

Williams,  N.  Y. 

Flynt 

Neal 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Friedel 

Nimtz 

Winstead 

Garmatz 

O’Konski 

Wolverton 

Griffin 

Poage 

Wright 

NAYS— 233 

Abernethy 

Anderson, 

Auchincloss 

Addonizio 

Mont. 

Avery 

Albert 

Andrews 

Ayres 

Alexander 

Ashmore 

Bailey 

Allen,  Calif. 

Aspinall 

Baker 

Baldwin 

Gathings 

O’Hara,  Ill. 

Baring 

Gavin 

O’Hara,  Minn. 

Barrett 

Granahan 

Osmers 

Bass,  Tenn. 

Grant 

Ostertag 

Bates 

Gray 

Passman 

Beckworth 

Green,  Oreg. 

Patman 

Belcher 

Green,  Pa. 

Patterson 

Bennett,  Fla. 

Gregory 

Pelly 

Berry 

Griffiths 

Perkins 

Boggs 

Gubser 

Pfost 

Boland 

Hale 

Philbin 

Bolling 

Haley 

Pilcher 

Bolton 

Hardy 

Polk 

Bonner 

Harris 

Porter 

Bosch 

Harrison,  Va. 

Price 

Bow 

Haskell 

Prouty 

Boykin 

Hays,  Ark. 

Rabaut 

Boyle 

Hebert 

Radwan 

Brooks,  La. 

Herlong 

Rains 

Brooks,  Tex. 

Heselton 

Rhodes,  Pa. 

Broomfield 

Hess 

Rivers 

Brown,  Ga. 

Hoeven 

Roberts 

Brown,  Mo. 

Holifield 

Rodino 

Brown,  Ohio 

Holland 

Rogers,  Colo. 

Burdick 

Holmes 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Byrne,  Pa. 

Horan 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Byrnes,  Wis. 

Ikard 

Rooney 

Canfield 

Jarman 

Roosevelt 

Cannon 

Jones,  Ala. 

Sadlak 

Celler 

Karsten 

Santangelo 

Chamberlain 

Kearns 

St.  George 

Chelf 

Kelley,  Pa. 

Saund 

Chudoff 

Kelly,  N.  Y. 

Saylor 

Church 

Keogh 

Schwengel 

Clark 

Kilday 

Scott,  N.  C. 

Clevenger 

Kilgore 

Scudder 

Coffin 

King 

Selden 

Cooper 

Kirwan 

Sheppard 

Cramer 

Kitchin 

Shuford 

Cretella 

Kluczynski 

Simpson,  Ill. 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Knutson 

Sisk 

Delaney 

Landrum 

Smith,  Miss. 

Dempsey 

Lane 

Smith,  Va. 

Denton 

Lennon 

Spence 

Derounian 

Lesinski 

Springer 

Diggs 

Long 

Steed 

Dingell 

Loser 

Sullivan 

Bollinger 

McDonough 

Teague,  Tex. 

Dorn,  N.  Y. 

McFall 

Teller 

Dorn,  S.  C. 

McGovern 

Tewes 

Dowdy 

Machrowicz 

Thomas 

Durham 

Mack,  Ill. 

Thompson,  La. 

Dwyer 

Madden 

Thompson,  N.  J, 

Eberharter 

Magnuson 

Thompson,  Tex. 

Edmondson 

Mahon 

Thornberry 

Elliott 

Marshall 

Tollefson 

Engle 

May 

Trimble 

Evins 

Merrow 

Ullman 

Farbstein 

Metcalf 

Utt 

Fascell 

Michel 

Vanik 

Feighan 

Mills 

Vinson 

Fenton 

Montoya 

Whitener 

Fino 

Moore 

Whitten 

Fisher 

Morano 

Widnall 

Flood 

Morgan 

Wigglesworth 

Fogarty 

Morris 

Williams,  Miss. 

Forand 

Moss 

Willis 

Ford 

Multer 

Withrow 

Forrester 

Murray 

Yates 

Fountain 

Natcher 

Young 

Frazier 

Nicholson 

Younger 

Fulton 

Norrell 

Zablocki 

Gary 

O’Brien,  Ill. 

Zelen'Eo 

ANSWERED  “PRESENT” — 1 

Lanham 

NOT  VOTING- 

-73 

Alger 

Frelinghuysen 

Mason 

Anfuso 

George 

Matthews 

Barden 

Gordon 

Meader 

Bass,  N.  H. 

Harvey 

Miller,  Calif. 

Baumhart 

Hays,  Ohio 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Beamer 

Healey 

Morrison 

Becker 

Hiestand 

Moulder 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Hoffman 

Norblad 

Bentley 

Holtzman 

O’Brien,  N.  Y. 

Bray 

Jackson 

O’Neill 

Brownson 

Jennings 

Pillion 

Buckley 

Kean 

Powell 

Carnahan 

Kearney 

Preston 

Chiperfield 

Kee 

Robsion,  Ky. 

Christopher 

Keeney 

Sheehan 

Coad 

Kilburn 

Shelley 

Cooley 

Krueger 

Sieminski 

Curtis,  Mass. 

Laird 

Sikes 

Dawson,  Ill. 

Latham 

Udall 

Dellay 

McCarthy 

Wainwright 

Dennison 

McConnell 

Watts 

Dies 

McCormack 

Westland 

Dooley 

Mclntire 

Wilson,  Calif. 

Doyle 

Macdonald 

Fallon 

Mailliard 

So  the  motion  was  rejected. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs: 

Mr.  Holtzman  with  Mr.  Alger. 

Mr.  Jennings  with  Mr.  Brownson. 

Mr.  Buckley  with  Mr.  Latham. 

Mr.  Hays  of  Ohio  with  Mr.  Dellay. 

Mr.  Anfuso  with  Mr.  Dennison. 

Mr.  Jordan  with  Mr.  Hiestand. 

Mr.  Morrison  with  Mr.  Kean. 

Mr.  Udall  with  Mr.  Krueger. 

Mr.  Doyle  with  Mr.  Mailliard. 

Mr.  Miller  of  California  with  Mr.  Mason. 

Mr.  Fallon  with  Mr.  Robsion  of  Kentucky, 

Mr.  Carnahan  with  Mr.  Kilburn. 

Mr.  Sikes  with  Mr.  Becker.  - 

Mr.  Matthews  with  Mr.  Baumhart. 

Mr.  Macdonald  with  Mr.  Bass  of  New 
Hampshire. 

Mr.  Preston  with  Mr.  Bentley. 

Mr.  Watts  with  Mr.  Harvey. 

Mrs.  Kee  with  Mr.  Dooley. 

Mr.  Coad  with  Mr.  Bray. 

Mr.  Dawson  of  Illinois  with  Mr.  Mclntire. 

Mr.  Barden  with  Mr.  Frelinghuysen. 

Mr.  Sieminski  with  Mr.  Hoffman. 

Mr.  Shelley  with  Mr.  Jackson. 

Mr.  O’Neil  with  Mr.  Kearney. 

Mr.  Moulder  with  Mr.  Keeney. 

Mr.  O’Brien  of  New  York  with  Mr.  Norblad. 

Mr.  McCarthy  with  Mr.  Miller  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Christopher  with  Mr.  Bennett  of  Mich¬ 
igan. 

Mr.  Powell  with  Mr.  Sheehan. 

Mr.  Cooley  with  Mr.  Wainwright. 

Mr.  Healey  with  Mr.  Wilson  of  California. 

Mr.  Dies  with  Mr.  Curtis  of  Massachusetts. 

Messrs.  WINSTEAD,  RHODES  of  Ari¬ 
zona,  and  THOMSON  of  Wyoming 
changed  their  votes  from  “nay”  to  “yea.” 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

The  doors  were  opened. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Senate  amendment  No.  7.  On  page  3,  line 
14,  insert: 

“Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey 
" Constrution  of  a  surveying  ship 

“For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Construc¬ 
tion  of  a  surveying  ship,’  $3,456,000,  to  re¬ 
main  available  until  expended." 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Mr.  Cannon  moves  that  the  House  re¬ 
cede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  7,  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  in  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$2,400,000.” 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  10.  On  page  4,  line 
12,  insert: 

“the  panama  canal 
“Panama  Canal  Company 
“Panama  Canal  Bridge 

“For  expenses  necessary  for  work  prelimi¬ 
nary  to  the  construction  of  a  high-level 
bridge  across  the  Panama  Canal  at  Balboa, 
Canal  Zone,  as  authorized  by  the  act  of 
July  23,  1956  (70  Stat.  596),  $1,000,000,  to 
remain  available  until  expended." 
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Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Cannon  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  10,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  sum  proposed  in  said  amendment  insert 
•‘$750, 000.” 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree- 
fn'ent. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  12.  On  page  4, 
line  21,  insert: 

‘‘ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  WEATHER  CONTROL 

‘‘To  complete  its  final  report  to  the  Presi¬ 
dent  and  the  Congress  as  provided  by  law. 
$175,000:  Provided,  however,  That  the  Com¬ 
mittee  shall  complete  its  report  and  termi¬ 
nate  its  activities  by  December  31,  1957,  and 
turn  its  records  over  to  the  National  Science 
Foundation,  together  with  any  unexpended 
balances.” 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Mr.  CaNnon  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  12,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  matter  proposed  by  said  amendment 
insert : 

‘‘advisory  committee  on  weather  control 

‘‘To  complete  its  final  report  to  the  Presi¬ 
dent  and  the  Congress  as  provided  by  law, 
$100,000:  Provided,  That  the  Committee  shall 
complete  its  report  and  terminate  its  activi¬ 
ties  by  December  31,  1957.” 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  at 
a  loss  to  understand  the  action  of  the 
Appropriations  Committee  in  reporting 
out  a  figure  of  only  $100,000  for  the 
Weather  Bureau  instead  of  the  sum  of 
$372,100  recently  voted  by  the  Senate. 

This  action  by  the  House  will  be  inter¬ 
preted  by  our  constituents  as  plain  notice 
that  we  are  not  interested  in  providing 
them  with  effective  warning  services 
against  loss  of  life  and  property  from 
hurricanes,  tornadoes,  severe  storms, 
and  floods. 

More  directly,  it  means  that  Weather 
Bureau  services  at  many  locations  across 
the  country  will  have  to  curtail  abruptly 
their  forecast  and  warning  services  to 
the  public,  and  will  have  to  terminate 
the  services  of  more  than  a  hundred 
weather  experts  because  of  inadequate 
funds. 

I  do  not  believe  that  today’s  action  by 
the  House  will  be  accepted  as  necessary 
for  reasons  of  economy  by  the  millions 
of  people  living  along  our  hurricane 
threatened  coasts,  or  by  those  additional 
millions  living  along  rivers  and  streams 
subject  to  sudden  flooding,  or  by  those 
who  know  well  the  destruction  caused  by 
tornadoes  and  severe  storms. 

Perhaps  the  coming  year  we  should 
keep  our  fingers  crossed  for  the  Weather 
Bureau  and  hope  that  all  hurricanes, 
tornadoes,  and  floods  will  stay  away  from 
our  doors  from  dusk  to  dawn  and  also 
stay  away  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  and 
holidays.  Stormy  weather  hereafter 
will  have  to  show  up  between  9  in  the 
morning  and  5  at  night  on  weekdays 
or  there  will  be  no  Weather  Bureau  man 


on  hand  in  many  areas  to  tell  us  about 
it.  , 

From  the  information  I  have  this 
totally  inadequate  appropriation  of 
$100,000  means  we  are  going  to  have  to 
depend  on  emergency  and  overtime 
arrangements  for  much  of  our  storm 
protection  for  widespread  areas  and  dur¬ 
ing  many  of  the  148  hours  in  the  Weather 
Bureau’s  week. 

Senator  Green,  in  a  letter  written  to 
the  Senate  Appropriations  Committee — 
which  I  have  asked  to  be  inserted  in  the 
Record — has  pointed  out  that  more  than 
500  citizens  in  Louisiana  and  Texas  lost 
their  lives  unnecessarily  during  Hurri¬ 
cane  Audrey  this  year.  I  am  informed 
that  most  of  this  tragic  loss  would  not 
have  occurred  if  Congress  had  appro¬ 
priated  sufficient  funds  to  the  Weather 
Bureau  for  an  adequate  hurricane  pre¬ 
paredness  information  program  and  for 
the  observation  and  telecommunication 
facilities  needed  to  guarantee  more  pre¬ 
cise  and  more  timely  warnings. 

As  mentioned  in  my  remarks  on  this 
floor  last  year  concerning  Weather 
Bureau  appropriations,  I  believe  we  are 
sliding  backwards  instead  of  moving  for¬ 
ward  from  our  common  objective  to  elim¬ 
inate  all  avoidable  loss  of  life  and  prop¬ 
erty  from  hurricanes,  tornadoes,  severe 
storms  and  floods. 

I  believe  with  Senator  Green  that  the 
expenditure  of  $5  million  for  the 
Weather  Bureau’s  fight  against  loss  of 
life  from  sudden  storms  and  floods  would 
repay  itself  many  times  over  in  the  in¬ 
creased  protection  to  life  and  property 
that  would  come  from  more  precise  and 
more  timely  warnings. 

In  the  last  4  years,  hurricanes  have 
taken  almost  a  thousand  lives  along  our 
shores,  and  have  wrought  more  than  a 
billion  dollars  of  property  damage.  Most 
of  the  lives  lost  and  a  substantial  part  of 
the  property  lost,  could  have  been  saved 
if  Congress  had  provided  the  funds  that 
would  enable  the  Weather  Bureau  to  es¬ 
tablish  the  type  of  warning  service  mod¬ 
ern  meteorology,  modern  telecommuni¬ 
cations,  and  modern  observation  facili¬ 
ties  now  make  possible. 

I  believe  Members  of  Congress,  like  all 
other  citizens,  have  the  right  to  criticize 
the  Weather  Bureau  when  their  forecasts 
and  warnings  are  wrong.  I  believe  we 
also  have  the  right  to  ask  the  Weather 
Bureau  to  provide  additional  forecast 
and  warning  services  when  we  feel  such 
services  are  needed  and  justified  in  the 
public  interest. 

But  I  do  not  believe  we  should  exercise 
these  rights  if  at  the  same  time  we  refuse 
to  provide  the  funds  needed  by  the 
Weather  Bureau  for  an  adequate  fore¬ 
cast  and  warning  service.  The  $372,100 
recommended  by  the  Senate  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  is  described  in  their  re¬ 
port  to  the  Senate  as  alleviating  to  some 
extent  the  need  for  terminating  existing 
services.  In  other  words,  even  this  sum 
of  $372,100  goes  only  a  small  way  to¬ 
ward  meeting  existing  needs.  The  re¬ 
duced  sum  of  $100,000  proposed  by  the 
House  Appropriations  Committee  is 
barely  a  gesture  toward  continuing  ex¬ 
isting  services  and  does  nothing  toward 
securing  an  improved  warning  service. 


I  regret  to  note  that  we  now  have  lost 
still  another  year  in  building  up  to  the 
type  of  public  storm  protection  service 
we  should  have  had  3  years  ago. 

August  14,  1957. 

Hon.  Carl  Hayden, 

Chairman,  Senate  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations,  Senate  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Hayden:  As  you  know,  for 
several  years  I  have  given  considerable  at¬ 
tention  to  appropriations  for  the  Weather 
Bureau  and  in  view  of  the  hurricane  which 
visited  the  coasts  of  Louisiana  and  Texas 
during  June,  resulting  In  unnecessary  loss  of 
life,  I  believe  it  Is  most  Important  that  your 
committee  include  in  the  supplemental  ap¬ 
propriation  bill,  H.  R.  9131,  the  following 
amendment: 

‘‘weather  bureau 

“For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Weather 
Bureau  in  strengthening  its  program  of  fore¬ 
casting  weather  and  issuing  warnings  of  hur¬ 
ricanes,  tornadoes  and  severe  storms  and 
floods,  $5  million,  to  remain  available  until 
expended.” 

I  have  been  advised  that  at  least  500  of 
the  lives  lost  in  Hurricane  Audrey  which 
visited  the  coasts  of  Louisiana  and  Texas 
could  have  been  saved  if  the  Weather  Bureau 
had  been  enabled  to  provide  more  precise 
warnings  and  if  that  agency  had  the  neces¬ 
sary  funds  and  personnel  to  put  into  effect 
advance  warnings  and  a  public  information 
program  on  hurricane  preparedness. 

But,  this  they  were  unable  to  do  because 
last  year  they  were  denied  the  required  funds 
technical  experts  insist  are  necessary  to  pro¬ 
vide  the  type  of  storm  protection  our  citizens 
expect. 

It  is  no  comfort  to  me  to  note  that  a  dis¬ 
aster  of  this  type  was  exactly  what  I  was 
trying  to  get  Congress  to  prevent  when  I 
wrote  to  the  Senate  Committee  on  Appro¬ 
priations  on  May  7,  1956,  and  again  on  May 
8,  1957,  in  support  of  additional  Weather 
Bureau  funds.  For  example,  I  called  to  the 
attention  of  Congress  the  immediate  need 
for  more  accurate  advance  warnings  of 
"damaging  high  water  surges  caused  by 
coastal  storms.” 

Copies  of  these  two  letters  are  enclosed 
for  the  information  of  my  colleagues  who 
are  interested  in  knowing  what  needs  to 
be  done  to  prevent  similar  disasters  to  their 
constituents. 

Along  our  eastern  coast  hurricanes  in 
1954  caused  the  loss  of  hundreds  of  lives 
and  a  property  loss  amounting  to  hundreds 
of  millions  of  dollars.  Even  more  costly  hur¬ 
ricane  losses  occured  in  1955.  Now  that  we 
already  have  had  a  still  greater  loss  of  life  in 
1957  from  the  first  hurricane  that  hit  Texas 
and  Louisiana,  I  believe  the  time  has  come 
for  Congress  to  take  immediate  corrective 
action  toward  reducing  these  avoidable 
and  unnecessary  losses.  I  believe  Members  of 
Congress  will  agree  that  we  now  have  passed 
that  stage  where  we  can  be  put  off  any 
longer  by  paper  studies  of  what  might  be 
done  to  get  better  storm  protection  in  the 
years  to  come. 

Citizens  of  our  coastal  States  naturally 
have  become  apprehensive  lest  what  hap¬ 
pened  during  hurricane  Audrey  may  also 
happen  to  their  communities.  Expert  me¬ 
teorologists,  who  are  cognizant  of  these 
dangers,  have  advised  me  that  it  can  happen 
again,  and  even  in  most  disastrous  propor¬ 
tions  if  Congress  does  not  appropriate  the 
necessary  funds  to  improve  the  existing 
warning  systems. 

It  may  be  a  surprise  to  many  of  us  that 
the  Weather  Bureau  this  year  is  forced  to 
decrease  its  forecasts  and  warning  services 
and  its  hours  of  operations  at  many  loca¬ 
tions  in  all  parts  of  the  countnry.  For  ex¬ 
ample,  their  special  services  to  aviation, 
agriculture,  fruitgrowers,  and  forestry  in- 
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terests  will  have  to  he  curtailed  and  impor¬ 
tant  basic  storm-warning  activities  will  be 
continued  only  through  the  use  of  emergency 
help  and  overtime.  The  weather  search 
radar  network,  that  has  saved  hundreds  of 
lives  already  this  year  from  tornadoes  and 
flash  floods  in  our  Western  States,  cannot 
be  attended  or  maintained  adequately  be¬ 
cause  of  shortages  in  trained  staff. 

In  the  face  of  these  admitted  curtailments 
in  their  established  warning  services,  it  has 
Just  been  reported  to  me  that  more  than  100 
meteorologists  are  to  have  their  services 
terminated  in  the  name  of  economy  and 
because  necessary  funds  to  continue  their 
services  are  not  available. 

Accordingly,  I  urge  that  there  be  included 
in  the  supplemental  appropriation  bill  for 
fiscal  year  1958  an  appropriation  of  $5  mil¬ 
lion  to  the  Department  of  Commerce 
Weather  Bureau  “for  strengthening  its  fore¬ 
cast  and  warning  services  with  especial  at¬ 
tention  to  hurricanes,  tornadoes,  severe 
storms,  and  floods.’’ 

I  trust  that  the  committee  will  give 
sympathetic  consideration  to  this  recom¬ 
mendation. 

Yours  sincerely, 

Theodore  Francis  Green. 

May  8,  1957. 

Hon.  Spessard  L.  Holland, 

Chairman,  Subcommittee  on  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce  and  Related 
Agencies,  Senate  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations,  Senate  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Holland:  As  you  know,  for 
some  years  I  have  given  considerable  atten¬ 
tion  to  appropriations  for  the  Weather  Bu¬ 
reau  and  to  the  problem  of  determining  what 
is  actually  required  to  provide  improved 
weather  forecasts  and  warning  services  to  our 
people  in  all  parts  of  the  United  States. 

Two  years  ago  the  Congress  was  awakened 
to  the  increased  danger  from  hurricanes  and 
tornadoes  which  result  from  inadequate 
warnings,  and  finally  provided  the  necessary 
funds  needed  to  start  a  modest  hurricane 
and  tornado  research  program. 

Last  year,  however,  and  again  this  year  the 
Department  of  Commerce  and  the  Budget 
Bureau  have  not  complied  with  the  request 
of  the  weather  experts  who  have  the  respon¬ 
sibility  of  providing  storm  protection  and 
who  must  face  public  criticism  for  missed 
forecasts  and  inadequate  warnings.  The  re¬ 
sult  has  been  that  the  Weather  Bureau’s  pro¬ 
posed  new  operations  and  storm  research  pro¬ 
grams,  which  Congress  app'roved  2  years  ago 
with  such  high  hopes,  is  gradually  being  re¬ 
adjusted  to  the  point  of  nonexistence. 

I  am  firmly  convinced  that  the  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  Department  of  Commerce 
Weather  Bureau,  as  recommended  in  the 
President’s  estimates  for  1958,  are  far  from 
adequate  to  provide  necessary  forecasts  and 
warnings  against  hurricanes,  tornadoes, 
severe  storm  and  floods. 

Accordingly,  I  recommend  that  your  sub¬ 
committee  consider  adequate  appropriations 
for  the  Weather  Bureau  and  that  the  rec¬ 
ommended  appropriation  be  increased  by  $5 
million  for  fiscal  year  1958.  I  further  rec¬ 
ommend  that  $2  million  of  this  proposed 
increase  should  be  earmarked  for  operations 
and  research  programs  designed  to  improve 
the  hurricane,  tornado,  and  severe  storm 
warnings  services;  also,  that  $2  million  of 
this  suggested  increase  should  be  set  aside 
for  an  expanded  flood-warning  system 
throughout  the  United  States,  including  im¬ 
proved  warnings  of  flash  floods  and  improved 
forecasts  of  damaging  high  water  surges 
caused  by  coastal  storms;  and  that  $1  mil¬ 
lion  should  be  set  aside  for  improved 
weather  observation  and  forecasting  services 
for  domestic  and  international  aviation. 

I  feel  certain  that  you  and  the  members 
of  your  subcommittee  are  aware  that  people 
in  all  parts  of  the  country  have  been  de¬ 


manding  for  several  years  a  more  complete 
protection  from  hurricanes,  tornadoes,  and 
floods. 

I  know  that  you  will  agree  there  exists 
considerable  evidence  for  believing  that  the 
modest  increased  costs  of  an  improved  warn¬ 
ing  service  would  be  repaid  many  times  over 
in  reduced  loss  of  life  and  reduced  property 
damage.  This  return  in  public  benefits  from 
increased  weather  protection  insurance  is 
often  overlooked  by  advocates  of  a  false 
economy. 

Accordingly,  I  strongly  urge  that  your  sub¬ 
committee  favorably  consider  my  recom¬ 
mendation  for  increased  appropriations  for 
the  Weather  Bureau  in  the  coming  year,  and 
I  trust  that  this  letter  will  be  made  a  part 
of  the  record  of  the  hearings  conducted  by 
your  subcommittee. 

Yours  sincerely, 

Theodore  Francis  Green. 

May  7,  1956. 

Hon.  Spessard  L.  Holland, 

Chairman,  Subcommittee  on  Appro¬ 
priations  for  the  Department  of 
Commerce,  Senate  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Holland:  With  this  letter 
I  am  presenting  my  statement  in  support  of 
increased  appropriations  for  the  Weather 
Bureau.  I  trust  you  can  have  it  inserted  as 
part  of  the  hearings  conducted  by  the  Sub¬ 
committee  on  Appropriations  considering  the 
Department  of  Commerce  appropriation  bill. 

After  the  disaster  wrought  on  our  Atlantic 
coast  by  hurricanes  Carol,  Edna,  and  Hazel  in 
1954,  I  studied  with  care  the  reports  made 
by  the  Weather  Bureau  and  by  private 
meteorologists.  As  a  result,  I  recommended 
to  the  Appropriations  subcommittee  on  June 
1,  1955,  a  substantial  increase  in  the  1956 
fiscal  year  appropriations  for  the  Weather 
Bureau. 

With  your  assistance  and  cooperation  Con¬ 
gress  later  approved  part  of  this  urgently 
required  increase  and  the  Weather  Bureau 
accordingly  was  able  to  begin  a  concentrated 
attack  on  the  formidable  problems  involved 
in  successfully  forecasting  hurricanes  and 
tornadoes.  The  hurricanes  and  floods  of 
1955  proved  to  be  the  most  disastrous  in 
North  American  history,  causing  more  than 
300  deaths  in  the  United  States  and  a  prop¬ 
erty  loss  of  more  than  $1  billion. 

In  the  months  which  have  passed  since 
hurricane  Diane  brought  record-breaking 
floods  to  most  of  our  northeastern  States, 
I  have  continued  my  studies  of  the  require¬ 
ments  of  an  adequate  weather  forecast  and 
storm-warning  service  for  all  the  people  of 
the  United  States.  As  a  result,  I  am  firmly 
convinced  that  the  Department  of  Commerce 
Weather  Bureau  appropriations  are  not  ade¬ 
quate  for  the  varied  and  important  jobs  it 
has  to  do,  and  I  accordingly  recommend  an 
increase  of  $7  million  for  the  fiscal  year  1957. 
Of  this  increase  $3  million  should  be  for  an 
improved  and  widened  flood-warning  sys¬ 
tem  throughout  the  United  States,  including 
the  forecasting  of  flash  floods  and  damaging 
high-water  surges  caused  by  coastal  storms; 
$2  million  should  be  for  the  operation,  im¬ 
provement,  and  facilities  of  hurricane,  tor¬ 
nado,  and  severe  storm-warning  services 
throughout  the  United  States;  $2  million 
should  be  for  improved  weather  observation, 
reporting  and  forecasting  services  and  facili¬ 
ties  for  domestic  and  international  aviation. 

I  suggest  that  you  request  the  Director  of 
the  Weather  Bureau  to  let  you  have  his 
comments  and  views  with  regard  to  my 
recommendations  and  also  request  him  to 
furnish  your  subcommittee  with  a  definite 
report  as  to  whether  the  Weather  Bureau 
included  any  of  these  funds  in  the  program 
Submitted  to  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  and 
what  action  was  taken  by  the  Secretary. 

The  continued  anxiety  and  interest  of 
many  of  our  citizens  in  Weather  Bureau 


capabilities  and  services,  and,  the  importance 
of  adequate  advance  warnings  of  the  ravages 
of  nature,  lead  me  to  hope  that  your  sub¬ 
committee  will  favorably  consider  my  recom¬ 
mendations  for  increased  appropriations  for 
the  Weather  Bureau. 

Yours  sincerely, 

Theodore  Francis  Green. 

May  7,  1956. 

Statement  of  United  States  Senator  Theo¬ 
dore  Francis  Green,  of  Rhode  Island,  in 
Support  of  Increased  Appropriations  for 
the  United  States  Weather  Bureau  for 
the  Fiscal  Year  1957 

In  1954  hurricanes  Carol,  Edna,  and  Hazel 
swept  across  the  Atlantic  Coast  States  caus¬ 
ing  the  loss  of  hundreds  of  lives  and  prop¬ 
erty  loss  amounting  to  hundreds  of  millions 
of  dollars.  One  year  later  hurricanes  Con¬ 
nie,  Diane,  and  lone  repeated  the  tragic 
record  with  more  hundreds  of  lives  lost  and 
with  property  losses  again  amounting  to 
hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars. 

Disaster  experts  frequently  have  said  that 
most  of  the  loss  of  life,  and  much  of  the 
loss  of  property,  could  have  been  avoided 
if  the  citizens  concerned  had  been  given 
accurate  advance  warnings  of  the  move¬ 
ment  and  intensity  of  the  storms. 

Weather-forecasting  experts  also  fre¬ 
quently  have  said  that  more  accurate  ad¬ 
vance  warnings  could  be  made  and  could 
be  better  distributed  to  all  concerned,  if  the 
Weather  Bureau  had  been  provided  with  the 
required  staff  and  facilities. 

If  what  these  disaster  experts  and  these 
weather-forecasting  experts  say  is  true,  and 
I  have  yet  to  hear  any  responsible  technical 
person  contradict  them,  it  seems  to  me  that 
Congress  should  take  appropriate  and  im¬ 
mediate  corrective  action. 

Unfortunately,  the  storms  of  1956  and 
1957  are  not  going  to  wait  until  that  far  off 
year  in  the  future  when  economy-before- 
safety  officials  get  around  to  deciding  that 
something  will  really  have  to  be  done  about 
providing  the  funds  actually  needed  for  a 
modern  and  effective  storm  and  flood  pro¬ 
tection  service. 

The  proposed  estimates  for  fiscal  year  1957 
indicate  that  neither  the  Budget  Bureau 
nor  the  Department  of  Commerce  realizes 
fully  the  widespread  anxiety  over  storms 
which  has  arisen  among  the  residents  of 
our  Middle  and  North  Atlantic  States.  This 
deep  concern  about  future  storms  is  under¬ 
standable  when  it  is  remembered  that  hun¬ 
dreds  of  our  communities  along  the  coast 
experienced  more  hurricanes  in  the  past  2 
years  than  have  occurred  in  all  of  the 
previous  54  years  of  the  20th  century  added 
together. 

The  people  of  New  England  cannot  quickly 
forget  that  a  single  hurricane  in  August 
1954  set  an  all-time  national  record  in  dam¬ 
aged  property  amounting  to  about  $500  mil¬ 
lion.  Yet,  this  shattering  loss  was  to  be  sur¬ 
passed  just  1  year  later  when  a  storm  named 
Diane  in  August  1955  flooded  hundreds  of 
important  communities  in  our  Northeastern 
States. 

I  believe  you  will  agree  that  it  is  prudent 
for  all  of  us,  including  Federal,  State,  and 
local  agencies,  to  take  positive  remedial 
action  without  further  delay,  and  to  make 
doubly  certain  that  such  coastal  storms  never 
again  will  strike  our  citizens  without  ade¬ 
quate  advance  warnings  and  other  protec¬ 
tive  measures. 

High  on  the  list  of  the  positive  actions 
that  can  be  taken  now  to  reduce  loss  of  life 
and  property  is  the  provision  by  Congress  of 
increased  funds  for  Weather  Bureau  use  in. 
widening  its  storm  and  flood-warning  serv¬ 
ices. 

The  sooner  Congress  enables  the  Weather 
Bureau  to  tackle  our  critical  storm  and  flood 
problems  with  energy  and  resolution,  and 
provides  sufficient  technical  staff  and  sup- 
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porting  funds,  the  sooner  our  citizens  can 
regain  the  confidence  they  need  to  reduce 
existing  concern  about  the  adequacy  of  pres¬ 
ent  warning  services. 

After  carefully  considering  the  information 
I  have  gathered  from  several  expert  sources, 

I  am  convinced  that  the  funds  presently 
needed  to  provide  significantly  improved 
weather  services  throughout  the  United 
States  amount  to  an  increase  of  not  less  than 
$7  million  over  the  amount  now  proposed  by 
the  Budget  Bureau. 

My  studies  have  revealed  that  there  are 
many  and  varied  technical  activities  and  spe¬ 
cial  public  services  of  the  Weather  Bureau 
which  do  not  have  sufficient  resources  to 
carry  out  their  assigned  responsibilities.  So, 

I  would  like  to  recommend  that  the  $7  mil¬ 
lion  of  increased  appropriations  for  fiscal 
year  1957  be  employed  for  the  purposes  and 
in  the  amounts  indicated  below : 

A.  $3  MILLION  IS  NEEDED  FOR  IMPROVED  AND 
WIDENED  FLOOD-WARNING  SYSTEMS,  INCLUD¬ 
ING  THE  FORECASTING  OF  FLASH  FLOODS 
THROUGHOUT  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Flood  experts  have  estimated  that  the 
Weather  Bureau,  if  provided  an  increase  of 
$3  million,  could  effect  annual  savings  to  our 
economy  amounting  to  more  than  $30  mil¬ 
lion  which  is  a  benefit-to-cost  ratio  of  10  to  1 
and  accordingly  should  satisfy  our  most 
economy-minded  taxpayer. 

The  average  annual  losses  from  major 
floods  in  the  United  States  amounts  to  more 
than  $300  million,  and  on  2  occasions  the 
total  annual  loss  has  approximated  $1  billion. 

Bearing  in  mind  the  potential  savings  in 
human  lives,  and  the  annual  property  losses 
and  savings  cited  above,  the  requested  in¬ 
crease  of  $3  million  in  flood -protdttion  funds 
must  surely  appear  as  a  modest  price  to  pay 
for  added  protective  flood -warning  services 
along  every  river  in  the  United  States. 

Late  last  year  thousands  of  citizens  lost 
their  homes  and  life-savings  overnight  in 
flash  floods,  and  businessmen  suddenly  be¬ 
came  bankrupt  when  floods  swamped  hun¬ 
dreds  of  communities  in  the  Northeast  and 
along  the  west  coast.  They  would  be  shocked 
to  learn,  as  I  was,  that  the  Weather  Bureau 
does  not  yet  have  a  modern  flash-flood 
warning  system  for  a  single  valley  in  the 
United  States. 

Judging  by  the  recent  rate  of  appropria¬ 
tions  for  flood  warning  improvements,  it 
will  be  about  10  years  before  the  Weather 
Bureau  is  able  to  establish  entirely  adequate 
flood-warning  services  to  the  hundreds  of 
river  communities  still  being  denied  even 
the  rudiments  of  a  flood-warning  service. 

The  proposed  increase  of  $3  million  would 
mean — 

1.  an  immediately  improved  flood-warning 
service  along  major  rivers; 

2.  the  establishment  of  flash-flood  warn¬ 
ing  systems  along  hundreds  of  rivers  in  all 
parts  of  America;  and 

3.  a  welcome  reduction  in  the  fear  and 
apprehension  that  exists  in  countless  valleys 
of  a  sudden  and  unheralded  destruction 
from  heavy  rains  during  the  day  or  night. 

B.  $2  MILLION  MORE  IS  NEEDED  FOR  EXPANDED 
OPERATIONS  FOR  GENERAL  WEATHER  SERVICES 
AND  FOR  SPECIAL  WARNING  SERVICES  AGAINST 
HURRICANES,  TORNADOES,  SEVERE  STORMS  AND 
HIGH  WATER  COASTAL  STORM  SURGES 

The  increased  funds  Congress  made  avail¬ 
able  for  improved  storm-warning  operations 
and  research  in  fiscal  year  1956  have  already 
been  put  to  excellent  use  by  the  Weather 
Bureau,  and  have  begun  to  correct  wide¬ 
spread  service  weaknesses  resulting  from 
years  of  woefully  inadequate  appropriations 
and  diminishing  staffs. 

These  recent  improvements  have  merited 
much  favorable  public  comment  and  should 
be  continued  next  year  with  even  greater 
vigor.  But  that  will  not  be  possible  under 
the  appropriations  recently  voted  by  the 
House  of  Representatives.  I  call  your  atten¬ 


tion  to  the  published  hearings  and  report  of 
the  Subcommittee  on  Appropriations  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  on  the  Department 
of  Commerce  bill.  Therein  it  is  shown  that 
a  decrease  rather  than  an  increase  over  the 
current  fiscal  year  has  been  requested  by  the 
Budget  Bureau  for  “general  weather  serv¬ 
ices”  and  for  the  many  special  warning 
services  included  thereunder. 

In  other  words,  someone  has  decreed  that 
not  one  dollar  additional  is  to  be  appropri¬ 
ated  this  coming  year  for  general  weather 
service  improvements,  despite  a  year  with 
the  most  disastrous  storms  in  history  and 
despite  a  year  punctuated  by  public  demands 
for  improved  forest  services,  and  despite  a 
year  of  intense  local  protests  against  inade¬ 
quate  warnings  of  hurricanes,  snowstorms, 
and  heavy  rains. 

It  may  need  to  be  emphasized  that  in  the 
Department  of  Commerce  Appropriation  bill 
under  the  heading  "General  Weather  Serv¬ 
ices”  there  are  lumped  together  dozens  of 
special  Weather  Bureau  services  to  the  pub¬ 
lic.  I  may  list  them  to  show  their  extent 
and  variety.  These  services  include; 

1.  Special  agricultural  forecasts  and  ad¬ 
vice  for  farmers. 

2.  Wind  and  weather  forecasts  for  coastal 
and  Great  Lakes  shipping. 

3.  Frost  protection  warnings  for  fruit 
growers. 

4.  Fire  weather  protective  services  for  for¬ 
estry  interests. 

5.  Detailed  forecasts  of  cold  waves,  sudden 
temperature  changes,  freezing  rain  and  sleet 
for  shipping  and  transportation  interests  and 
for  public  utilities. 

6.  Forecasts  and  warning  services  relating 
to  hurricanes,  tornadoes,  severe  windstorms, 
thunderstorms,  hailstones,  blizzards,  and 
heavy  rainstorms. 

7.  Forecasts  of  high-water  storm  surges 
and  heavy  seas  of  danger  to  coastal,  bay,  and 
lakeside  communities. 

8.  And,  finally,  routine  forecasts  of  gen¬ 
eral  weather  1,  2,  5,  and  30  days  in  advance. 

The  above  and  other  general  weather 
services  cannot  be  continued  in  fiscal  year 
1957  at  a  satisfactory  level  with  a  mere  con¬ 
tinuance  of  present  Weather  Bureau  ap¬ 
propriations,  and  it  is  misleading  to  pretend 
that  they  can  be. 

Let  us  face  up  to  the  plain  fact  that 
without  increased  appropriations  for  gen¬ 
eral  weather  services  in  the  coming  year,  the 
forecasters  across  the  country  must  continue 
their  night 'and  day  struggles  to  provide  the 
services  I  have  listed,  but  with  insufficient 
observations,  with  inadequate  telecommun¬ 
ications,  with  overcrowded  offices,  with  over¬ 
worked  staffs,  and  with  ever-mounting  de¬ 
mands  by  the  public  for  even  additional 
services.”  Because  of  the  above  limitations 
the  public  suffers  in  impaired  weather  serv¬ 
ices,  in  enormous  loss  of  property  and  loss 
of  human  life. 

C.  $2  MILLION  MORE  IS  ALSO  NEEDED  FOR  IM¬ 
PROVED  OBSERVATION,  REPORTING  AND  FORE¬ 
CASTING  SERVICES  FOR  DOMESTIC  AND  INTER¬ 
NATIONAL  AVIATION 

In  the  past  few  years  the  Weather  Bureau 
has  been  unable  to  keep  up  with  the  soaring 
needs  for  aviation  weather  information 
needed  by  private  and  commercial  pilots, 
and  by  scheduled  and  nonscheduled  oper¬ 
ators,  and  by  domestic  and  international 
airline  companies. 

Each  succeeding  year  Weather  Bureau 
staffs  at  major  airports  across  the  country 
are  falling  further  and  further  behind  in 
their  attempts  to  provide  adequate  forecast¬ 
ing  services.  In  the  same  period  in  which 
domestic  and  international  flying  activity 
has  tripled,  the  size  of  weather  staffs  at  most 
airports  over  the  country  has  remained  sta¬ 
tionary. 

This  deteriorating  condition  has  now 
reached  tile  dangerous  stage  where  consid¬ 
erable  flying  today  is  undertaken  without 


provision  for  adequate  weather  information 
and  protection  services  before  and  during 
flight.  The  remedy,  which  most  pilots  agree 
is  long  overdue,  is  additional  airways  weath¬ 
er  forecasters. 

In  the  past  few  years  pilots  in  increasing 
numbers  also  have  been  protesting  the  diffi¬ 
culty  and  even  impossibility  of  reaching 
Weather  Bureau  airways  weather  forecasters 
personally  or  on  the  telephone  for  briefing 
on  expected  weather  conditions.  The  rem¬ 
edy  in  this  case,  also  overdue,  is  the  employ¬ 
ment  of  additional  airways  weather  forecast¬ 
ers,  the  installation  of  improved  telecom¬ 
munication  systems,  and  the  establishment 
of  continuous  radio  broadcasts  of  airways 
weather  information. 

I  am  advised  that  there  are  at  least  two 
dozen  heavy  traffic  airports  serving  important 
areas  in  the  United  States,  which  sorely  need 
Weather  Bureau  stations,  and  that  there  are 
additional  dozens  of  airports  which  have  in¬ 
sufficient  weather  observing  and  forecasting 
staffs,  and  that  there  are  still  other  dozens 
of  airports  which  have  inadequate  provisions 
for  airway  forecast  service  from  remote 
Weather  Bureau  stations. 

My  recommended  increase  of  $2  million 
will  not  be  sufficient  to  effect  all  the  weather 
needs  of  both  domestic  and  international 
aviation,  but  it  is  a  start  toward  meeting  the 
most  essential  current  requirements,  and  it 
will  prevent  further  and  dangerous  deteriora¬ 
tion  in  the  aviation  weather  service  of  the 
Weather  Bureau. 

I  am  sure  your  committee  will  be  pleased 
to  know  that  last  year’s  increased  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  Weather  Bureau  made  possible 
certain  service  improvements  which  directly 
resulted  in  the  savings  of  dozens  of  lives  dur¬ 
ing  the  hurricanes  and  floods  which  occurred 
on  the  east  coast  late  last  autumn,  and  dur¬ 
ing  tornadoes  which  occurred  in  the  Middle 
West  this  spring. 

After  the  fine  start  made  this  year  by  the 
Weather  Bureau,  following  years  of  strug¬ 
gling  to  provide  adequate  public  service  with 
grossly  inadequate  funds,  it  is  especially 
timely  and  important  that  we  should  pro¬ 
vide  the  additional  increased  appropriations 
needed  for  the  coming  fiscal  year  in  the  flood¬ 
forecasting  services,  in  the  general  weather 
services,  and  in  the  aviation  weather  services. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  14,  page  5,  line  5,  insert; 

“SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

“For  necessary  expenses,  not  otherwise 
provided  for,  of  the  Small  Business  Admin¬ 
istration,  including  expenses  of  attendance 
at  meetings  concerned  with  the  purposes  of 
this  appropriation  and  hire  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles,  $2,570,000;  and  in  addition 
there  may  be  transferred  to  this  appropria¬ 
tion  not  to  exceed  $8,590,000  from  the  revolv¬ 
ing  fund,  Small  Business  Administration, 
and  not  to  exceed  $490,000  from  the  fund 
for  liquidation  of  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  Disaster  Loans,  Small  Business 
Administration,  for  administrative  expenses 
in  connection  with  activities  financed  under 
said  funds :  Provided,  That  the-  amount  au¬ 
thorized  for  transfer  from  the  revolving 
fund,  Small  Business  Administration,  may 
be  increased,  with  the  approval  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  by  such  amount  as  may  be 
required  to  finance  administrative  expenses 
incurred  in  the  making  of  disaster  loans: 
Provided  further,  That  10  percent  of  the 
amount  authorized  to  be  transferred  from 
the  revolving  fund,  Small  Business  Admin¬ 
istration,  shall  be  placed  in  reserve  to  be 
apportioned  for  use  pursuant  to  section  3679 
of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  only  in 
such  amounts  and  at  such  times  as  may  be¬ 
come  necessary  to  carry  out  the  business 
loan  program.” 
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Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Mr.  Cannon  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  14,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  matter  proposed  by  said  amendment 
insert: 

“salaries  and  expenses 

“For  necessary  expenses,  not  otherwise  pro¬ 
vided  for,  of  the  Small  Business  Administra¬ 
tion,  including  expenses  of  attendance  at 
meetings  concerned  with  the  purposes  of  this 
appropriation  and  hire  of  passenger  motor 
vehicles,  $2,235,000:  and  in  addition  there 
may  be  transferred  to  this  appropriation  not 
to  exceed  $6,877,000  from  the  revolving  fund, 
Small  Business  Administration,  and  not  to 
exceed  $490,000  from  the  fund  for  liquida¬ 
tion  of  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 
Disaster  Loans,  Small  Business  Administra¬ 
tion,  for  administrative  expenses  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  activities  financed  under  said 
funds:  Provided,  That  the  amount  author¬ 
ized  for  transfer  from  the  revolving  fund. 
Small  Business  Administration,  may  be  in¬ 
creased,  with  the  approval  of  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget,  by  such  amount  as  may  be 
required  to  finance  administrative  expenses 
incurred  in  the  making  of  disaster  loans: 
Provided  further,  That  the  Committees 
on  Appropriations  of  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives  and  the  Senate  shall  be  notified 
in  advance  of  such  increases  in  transfers 
from  the  revolving  fund.” 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Amendment  No.  32:  Page  12,  line  22,  in¬ 
sert: 

“Sec.  312.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  is 
hereby  authorized  to  transfer  to  the  ‘Air 
Force  industrial  fund’  not  to  exceed  $100 
million  from  appropriations  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  available  for  obligation 
during  the  fiscal  year  1958.” 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in 
the  Senate  amendment  with  an  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Cannon  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  32,  and  concur  there¬ 
in  with  an  amendment,  as  follows :  In  lieu  of 
the  matter  proposed  by  said  amendment 
insert : 

“Sec.  312.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  in  his 
discretion,  is  hereby  authorized  to  transfer 
to  the  ‘Air  Force  industrial  fund’  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $75  million  from  appropriations  to  the 
Department  of  the  Air  Force  available  for 
obligation  during  the  fiscal  year  1958.” 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  33:  Page  13,  line  3,  insert: 

“Sec.  313.  Section  612  of  the  Department 
of  Defense  Appropriation  Act  of  1958,  Public 
Law  117,  approved  August  2,  1957,  is 

amended  by  deleting  the  figures  ‘$41,000,000' 
in  the  first  line  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
‘$45,000,000.’  ” 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
numbered  33  and  concur  therein. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  38:  Page  16,  line  6,  in¬ 
sert: 

“CONSTRUCTION  OF  POWER  SYSTEMS,  RYUKYU 
ISLANDS 

“For  necessary  expenses  of  construction, 
installation,  and  equipment  of  electric  power 
systems  in  the  Ryukyu  Islands,  which  shall 
be  operated  by  the  Ryukyu  Electric  Power 
Corporation,  an  instrumentality  of  the 
United  States  Civil  Administration  of  the 
Ryukyu  Islands;  services  as  authorized  by 
section  15  of  the  act  of  August  2,  1946  (5 
U.  S.  C.  55a),  at  rates  not  in  excess  of  $50  a 
day  for  individuals;  hire  of  passenger  motor 
vehicles  and  hire  of  aircraft;  $1,513,000  to  re¬ 
main  available  until  expended,  without  re¬ 
gard  to  sections  355  and  3734  of  the  Revised 
Statutes,  as  amended,  and  title  10,  United 
States  Code,  section  4774.” 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Mr.  Cannon  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  38,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows :  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  proposed  by  said  amendment,  insert: 

“CONSTRUCTION  OF  POWER  SYSTEMS,  RYUKYU 
ISLANDS 

“For  necessary  expenses  of  construction, 
installation,  and  equipment  of  electric  power 
systems  in  the  Ryukyu  Islands,  which  shall 
be  operated  by  the  Ryukyu  Electric  Power 
Corporation,  an  instrumentality  of  the 
United  States  Civil  Administration  of  the 
Ryukyu  Islands;  services  as  authorized  by 
section  15  of  the  act  of  August  2,  1946  (5 
U.  S.  C.  55a),  at  rates  not  in  excess  of  $50 
a  day  for  Individuals;  $1,513,000  to  remain 
available  until  expended,  without  regard  to 
sections  355  and  3734  of  the  Revised  Stat¬ 
utes,  as  amended,  and  title  10,  United  States 
Code,  section  4774.” 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  40:  Page  18,  line  10,  in¬ 
sert: 

“HOSPITAL  FACILITIES  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF 
COLUMBIA 

“For  an  additional  amount  for  expenses 
necessary  in  carying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
act  of  August  7,  1946  (60  Stat.  896),  as 
amended,  authorizing  the  establishment  of 
a  hospital  center  in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  including  grants  to  private  agencies  for 
hospital  facilities  in  said  District,  $290,000, 
to  remain  available  until  expended:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  the  limitation  under  this  head 
in  the  act  of  July  15,  1952  (66  Stat.  644),  as 
amended,  on  the  total  amount  to  be  pro¬ 
vided  for  completion  of  grant  projects,  is 
increased  from  $13,010,000  to  $13,300,000." 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
motion  to  recede  and  concur  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Cannon  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  40,  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 
lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert: 

“HOSPITAL  FACILITIES  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF 
COLUMBIA 

“For  an  additional  amount  for  expenses 
necessary  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of 
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the  act  of  August  7.  1946  (60  Stat.  896),  as 
amended,  authorizing  the  establishment  of 
a  hospital  center  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
including  grants  to  private  agencies  for 
hospital  facilities  in  said  District,  $500,000, 
to  remain  available  until  expended:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  the  limitation  under  this  head 
in  the  act  of  July  15,  1952  (66  Stat.  644) ,  as 
amended,  on  the  total  amount  to  be  provided 
for  completion  of  grant  projects,  is  increased 
from  $13,010,000  to  $13,300,000:  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  the  limitation  on  the  total  amount 
for  completion  of  the  hospital  center  is  in¬ 
creased  from  $23,200,000  to  $23,410,000.” 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  54:  Page  23,  line  18,  insert: 

“DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE - CIVIL  FUNCTIONS 

“ Department  of  the  Army 

"Rivers  and  Harbors  and  Flood  Control 
“Construction,  general 

“For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Construc¬ 
tion,  general,’  $475,000,  to  remain  available 
until  expended." 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Cannon  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  54,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  sum  named  in  said  amendment  insert 
“$425,000.” 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer 
a  preferential  motion. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  LeCompte  moves  to  recede  and  concur 
with  Senate  amendment  numbered  54. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  for 
a  division  of  the  question. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is.  Will 
the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement? 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  Cannon)  there 
were — ayes  76,  noes  22. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object  to 
the  vote  on  the  ground  that  a  quorum  is 
not  present  and  make  the  point  of  order 
that  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  Evidently  a  quorum 
is  not  present. 

The  Doorkeeper  will  close  the  doors, 
the  Sergeant  at  Arms  will  notify  absent 
Members,  and  the  Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  140,  nays  216,  not  voting  76, 
as  follows: 

[Roll  No.  203] 

YEAS— 140 


Adair 

Brown,  Ga. 

Farbstein 

Albert 

Brown,  Mo. 

Fascell 

Allen,  Calif. 

Brown,  Ohio 

Fisher 

Andresen, 

Byrne,  Pa. 

Flood 

August  H. 

Cannon 

Forand 

Ashley 

Celler 

Forrester 

Bailey 

Chudoff 

Friedel 

Baker 

Clark 

Fulton 

Baring 

Clevenger 

Garmatz 

Barrett 

Coffin 

Gary 

Bennett,  Fla. 

Cunningham, 

Granahan 

Blatnik 

Iowa 

Gray 

Blitch 

Davis,  Ga. 

Green,  Oreg. 

Boggs 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Gubser 

Bolling 

Denton 

Hagen 

Bonner 

Dingell 

Halleck 

Bow 

Donohue 

Harris 

Boyle 

Edmondson 

Hill 

Brooks,  La. 

Engle 

Hillings 

Brooks,  Tex, 

Evins 

Hoeven 
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Holifield 

Morano 

Santangelo 

Holland 

Morris 

St.  George 

Holmes 

Moss 

Saund 

Horan 

Multer 

Saylor 

Hosmer 

Norrell 

Schwengel 

Ikard 

O’Hara,  HI. 

Scott,  N.  C. 

Jenkins 

O'Hara,  Minn. 

Scott,  Fa. 

Johnson 

Patman 

Seely-Brown 

Jones,  Mo. 

Patterson 

Sheppard 

Kearns 

Perkins 

Sisk 

Kelley,  Pa. 

Pfost 

Smith,  Miss. 

Kilday 

Philbln 

Spence 

King 

Pilcher 

Sullivan 

Kirwan 

Poage 

Talle 

Landrum 

Polk 

Taylor 

Lanham 

Porter 

Teller 

LeCompte 

Price 

Thomas 

Lesinski 

Rabaut 

Thompson,  N.  J. 

McDonough 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Thomson,  Wyo. 

McFall 

Reuss 

Thornberry 

Mack,  Wash. 

Rhodes,  Pa. 

Tollefson 

Magnuson 

Riley 

Trimble 

Mahon 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Ullman 

Martin 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Walter 

Merrow 

Rogers,  Tex. 

Wier 

Metcalf 

Rooney 

Zelenko 

Mills 

Roosevelt 

Montoya 

Sadlak 

NAYS— 216 

Abbitt 

Fino 

Natcher 

Abernethy 

Flynt 

Neal 

Addonizio 

Fogarty 

Nicholson 

Alexander 

Ford 

Nimtz 

Allen,  Ill. 

Fountain 

O’Brien,  Ill. 

Andersen, 

Frazier 

O’Konski 

H.  Carl 

Frelinghuysen  Osmers 

Anderson, 

Gathings 

Ostertag 

Mont. 

Gavin 

Passman 

Andrews 

Grant 

Pelly 

Arends 

Green,  Pa. 

Poff 

Ashmore 

Gregory 

Prouty 

Aspinall 

Griffin 

Radwan 

Auchincloss 

Griffiths 

Rains 

Avery 

Gross 

Ray 

Baldwin 

Gwinn 

Reed 

Bass,  Tenn. 

Hale 

Rees,  Kans. 

Bates 

Haley 

Rhodes,  Ariz. 

Beck  worth 

Harden 

Riehlman 

Belcher 

Hardy 

Rivers 

Berry 

Harrison,  Nebr. 

Roberts 

Betts 

Harrison,  Va. 

Robeson,  Va. 

Boland 

Haskell 

Rodino 

Bolton 

Hays,  Ark. 

Rogers,  Colo. 

Bosch 

Hemphill 

Rutherford 

Boykin 

Henderson 

Schenck 

Breeding 

Herlong 

Scherer 

Broomfield 

Heselton 

Scrivner 

Broyhill 

Hess 

Scudder 

Budge 

Holt 

Selden 

Burdick 

Huddleston 

Shuford 

Burleson 

Hull 

Siler 

Bush 

Hyde 

Simpson,  Ill. 

Byrd 

James 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Byrne,  HI. 

Jarman 

Smith,  Calif. 

Byrnes,  Wis. 

Jensen 

Smith,  Kans. 

Canfield 

Johansen 

Smith,  Va. 

Carrigg 

Jonas 

Smith,  Wis. 

Cederberg 

Jones,  Ala. 

Springer 

Chamberlain 

Judd 

Staggers 

Chelf 

Karsten 

Stauffer 

Chenoweth 

Keating 

Steed 

Church 

Kelly,  N.  Y. 

Taber 

Cole 

Keogh 

Teague,  Calif. 

Collier 

Kilgore 

Teague,  Tex. 

Colmer 

Kitchin 

Tewes 

Cooper  .  . 

Kluczynski 

Thompson,  Tex. 

Corbett 

Knox 

Tuck 

Coudert 

Lane 

Utt 

Cramer 

Lankford 

Vanik 

Cretella 

Lennon 

Van  Pelt 

Cunningham, 

Lipscomb 

Van  Zandt 

Nebr. 

Long  _ 

Vinson 

Curtin 

Loser 

Vorys 

Curtis,  Mo. 

McCulloch 

Vursell 

Dague 

McGovern 

Weaver 

Dawson,  Utah 

McGregor 

Wharton 

Delaney 

McIntosh 

Whitener 

Dempsey 

McMillan 

Whitten 

Deroimian 

McVey 

Widnall 

Devereux 

Machrowicz 

Wigglesworth 

Diggs 

Mack,  Ill. 

Williams,  Miss. 

Dixon 

Madden 

Williams,  N.  Y. 

Dollinger 

Marshall 

Wilson,  Calif. 

Dorn,  N.  Y. 

May 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Dorn,  S.  C. 

Michel 

Winstead 

Dowdy 

Miller,  Md. 

Withrow 

Durham 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Wolverton 

Dwyer 

Minshall 

Wright 

Eberharter 

Moore 

Yates 

Elliott 

Morgan 

Young 

Feighan 

Mumma 

Younger 

Fenton 

Murray 

Zablocki 

NOT  VOTING— 76 


Alger 

Anfuso 

Ayres 

Barden 

Bass,  N.  H. 

Baumhart 

Beamer 

Becker 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Bentley 

Bray 

Brownson 

Buckley 

Carnahan 

Chiperfleld 

Christopher 

Coad 

Cooley 

Curtis,  Mass. 

Dawson,  Ill. 

Dellay 

Dennison 

Dies 

Dooley 

Doyle 

Fallon 


George 

Gordon 

Harvey 

Hays,  Ohio 

Healey 

Hebert 

Hiestand 

Hoffman 

Holtzman 

Jackson 

Jennings 

Kean 

Kearney 

Kee 

Keeney 

Kilburn 

Knutson 

Krueger 

Laird 

Latham 

McCarthy 

McConnell 

McCormack 

Mclntire 

Macdonald 

Mailliard 


Mason 

Matthews 

Meader 

Miller,  Calif. 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Morrison 

Moulder 

Norblad 

O’Brien,  N.  Y. 

O’Neill 

Pillion 

Powell 

Preston 

Robsion,  Ky. 

Sheehan 

Shelley 

Sieminski 

Sikes 

Thompson,  La. 
TJdall 

Wainwright 

Watts 

Westland 

Willis 


So  the  motion  was  rejected. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs: 

Mr.  Hays  of  Ohio  with  Mr.  Alger. 

Mr.  Jennings  with  Mr.  Norblad. 

Mr.  Udall  with  Mr.  Dooley. 

Mrs.  Kee  with  Mr.  Hoffman. 

Mr.  Shelley  with  Mr.  Hiestand. 

Mr.  Preston  with  Mr.  Sheehan. 

Mr.  O’Neill  with  Mr.  Bray. 

Mr.  Fallon  with  Mr.  Kean. 

Mr.  Doyle  with  Mr.  Keeney. 

Mr.  Miller  of  California  with  Mr.  Krueger. 
Mr.  McCarthy  with  Mr.  Ayres. 

Mr.  Macdonald  with  Mr.  Bass  of  New 
Hampshire. 

Mrs.  Knutson  with  Mr.  Baumhart. 

Mr.  Carnahan  with  Mr.  Harvey. 

Mr.  Dawson  of  Illinois  with  Mr.  Dellay. 
Mr.  Gordon  with  Mr.  Brownson. 

Mr.  Hebert  with  Mr.  Latham. 

Mr.  Sikes  with  Mr.  Mclntire. 

Mr.  Sieminski  with  Mr.  Mailliard. 

Mr.  Thompson  of  Louisiana  with  Mr. 
Mason. 

Mr.  Willis  with  Mr.  Jackson. 

Mr.  Watts  with  Mr.  Beamer. 

Mr.  Coad  with  Mr.  Kearney. 

Mr.  Cooley  with  Mr.  Bentley. 

Mr.  Barden  with  Mr.  Becker. 

Mr.  Matthews  with  Mr.  Miller  of  New  York. 
Mr.  Morrison  with  Mr.  Bennett  of  Mich¬ 
igan. 

Mr.  O’Brien  of  New  York  with  Mr.  Denni¬ 
son. 

Mr.  Moulder  with  Mr.  Robsion  of  Ken¬ 
tucky. 

Mr.  Dies  with  Mr.  Wainwright. 

Mr.  Anfuso  with  Mr.  Westland. 

Mr.  Buckley  with  Mr.  Chiperfleld. 

Mr.  Healey  with  Mr.  Curtis  of  Massachu¬ 
setts. 

Mr.  Powell  with  Mr.  Kilburn. 

Mr.  Holtzman  with  Mr.  Pillion. 

Mr.  Christopher  with  Mr.  McConnell. 


Mr.  Chtjdoff,  Mr.  Albert,  Mr.  Forand, 
Mr.  Byrne  of  Pennsylvania,  Mr.  Diggs, 
Mr.  Dempsey,  Mr.  Engle,  Mr.  Delaney, 
Mr.  Bolling,  Mr.  Eberharter,  Mr.  Boyle, 
Mr.  Asfinall,  Mr.  Celler,  Mr.  Ashmore, 
Mr.  Natcher,  Mr.  Johnson,  Mr.  Robeson 
of  Virginia,  Mr.  Anderson  of  Montana, 
Mr.  Burleson,  Mr.  Breeding,  Mr.  Ed¬ 
mondson,  Mr.  Mumma,  Mr.  Radwan,  Mr. 
August  H.  Andresen,  Mr.  Pelly,  Mr. 
Avery,  Mr.  Baldwin,  Mr.  Simpson  of 
Illinois,  Mr.  May,  Mr.  Neal,  Mr.  Haskell, 
Mr.  Lipscomb,  Mr.  Gross,  Mr.  Jensen, 
Mr.  Teague  of  California,  Mr.  Nimtz,  Mr. 
Devereux,  Mr.  Hyde,  Mr.  Miller  of 
Maryland,  and  Mr.  McVey  changed  their 
vote  from  “yea”  to  “nay.” 


Mrs.  Pfost,  Mr.  Rooney,  Mrs.  Green 
of  Oregon,  Mr.  Sheppard,  Mr.  Magnuson, 
Mr.  Ullman,  Mr.  O’Hara  of  Illinois,  Mr. 
Teller,  Mr.  Reuss,  Mr.  Engle,  Mr.  An¬ 
derson  of  Montana,  Mr.  Roosevelt,  Mr. 
Sisk,  Mr.  Saund,  Mr.  Montoya,  Mr.  Le- 
s inski,  Mr.  Farbstein,  Mr.  Celler,  Mr. 
Forand,  Mr.  Coffin,  Mil  Metcalf,  Mr. 
Holifield,  Mrs.  Sullivan,  Mr.  Santan- 
gelo,  Mr.  Zelenko,  Mrs.  Granahan,  Mr. 
Chudoff,  Mr.  Byrne  of  Pennsylvania, 
Mr.  King,  Mr.  Barrett,  Mr.  Moss,  Mr. 
Walter,  Mr.  Albert,  Mr.  Edmondson, 
Mr.  Kirwan,  Mr.  Kelley  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Mr.  Rhodes  of  Pennsylvania,  Mr. 
Thompson  of  New  Jersey,  Mr.  McFall, 
Mr.  Mills,  Mr.  Clark,  Mr.  Friedel, 
Mr.  Fisher,  Mr.  Patman,  Mr.  Poage,  Mr. 
Polk,  Mr.  Multer,  Mr.  Morris,  Mr.  Can¬ 
non,  Mr.  Riley,  Mr.  Rogers  of  Texas,  Mr. 
Blatnik,  Mr.  Gray,  Mr.  Trimble,  Mr. 
Harris,  Mr.  Kilday,  Mr.  Spence,  Mr. 
Norrell,  Mr.  Denton,  Mr.  Brown  of  Mis¬ 
souri,  Mr.  Gary,  Mr.  Jones  of  Missouri, 
Mr.  Thomas,  Mr.  Evins,  Mr.  Rogers  of 
Florida,  Mr.  Fascell,  Mr.  Davis  of  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Mr.  Bonner,  Mr.  Boggs,  Mr. 
Brooks  of  Texas,  Mr.  Rabaut,  Mr.  Lan- 
ham,  Mr.  Johnson,  Mr.  Smith  of  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Mrs.  Blitch,  Mr.  Donohue,  Mr. 
Frice,  Mr.  Scott  of  North  Carolina,  Mr. 
Bennett  of  Florida,  Mr.  Mahon,  Mr. 
Ikard,  Mr.  Thornberry,  Mr.  Boyle,  Mr. 
Brooks  of  Louisiana,  Mr.  Porter,  Mr. 
Holland,  Mr.  Flood,  Mr.  Ashley,  Mr. 
Dingell,  Mr.  Bolling,  Mr.  Garmatz,  Mr. 
Bailey,  and  Mr.  Wier  changed  their  vote 
from  “nay”  to  “yea.” 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

The  doors  were  opened. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  House  insists  on 
its  disagreement  to  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  will  report  the  next  amend¬ 
ment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  67.  Page  24,  line 
18,  insert: 

“Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section 
2  of  Public  Law  689,  84th  Congress,  an  addi¬ 
tional  contribution  of  $5,696  to  the  North 
Atlantic  Treaty  Organization  Parliamentary 
Conference  is  authorized  out  of  funds  pre¬ 
viously  appropriated  for  ‘Contributions  to 
International  Organizations’.” 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  may  •  I 
say  that  this  misapprehension  was  due 
to  the  failure  here  at  the  desk  to  under¬ 
stand  that  the  question  had '  been  di¬ 
vided.  We  took  for  granted  we  were 
voting  on  receding  and  concurring  when, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  vote  was  on 
the  question  to  recede. 

May  I  add,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  we  ex¬ 
pect  to  go  back  to  conference  tomorrow 
and  will  have  an  opportunity  to  again 
take  up  the  matter  in  conference. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  had 
such  good  luck  with  the  last  amendment 
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by  not  saying  anything,  maybe  I  ought 
not  to  say  anything  on  this.  This  runs 
only  to  $5,500.  It  is  not  authorized  by 
law.  It  is  to  cover  junkets,  as  I  under¬ 
stand,  of  Members  of  Congress.  I  do 
not  know  whether  they  want  to  vote  for 
it  or  not,  but  I  cannot  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  This  matter  has  never 
been  before  the  House;  is  that  not  cor¬ 
rect? 

Mr.  CANNON.  This  was  in  the  bill 
as  reported  to  the  House.  It  went  out 
of  the  bill  on  a  point  of  order,  due  to 
the  fact  that  there  was  no  authorization 
for  it.  When  it  reached  the  Senate,  the 
Senate  rewrote  it  as  an  amendment  and 
it  is  now  in  the  pending  bill. 

.  Mr.  GROSS.  This  is  for  the  purpose 
of  a  junket;  is  that  not  right? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
distinguished  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  This  is  not  for  the 
purpose  of  any  junket.  I  am  not  a 
member  of  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty 
Organization  Parliamentary  Conference, 
but  there  are  a  number  of  Members  of 
this  body  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  and 
of  the  other  body  who  are.  I  assume 
that  when  they  meet  in  this  parliamen¬ 
tary  conference  of  the  NATO  countries 
some  good  for  our  country  comes  out  of 
it,  certainly  enough  to  get  $5,696  worth, 
and  that  is  what  we  are  concerned  with 
here.  If  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  is  going  to  belong  to  the  North 
Atlantic  Treaty  Organization  Parlia¬ 
mentary  Conference,  we  must  appropri¬ 
ate  this  $5,696.  It  is  as  simple  as  that. 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  ask  for  a  vote,  Mr, 
Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  ihotion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Gross)  there 
were — ayes  189,  noes  105. 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Senate  amendment  No.  61.  On  page  26, 
line  8,  strike  out  all  of  lines  8,  9  and  10 
and  insert: 

“For  an  additional  amount  for  the  ‘Presi¬ 
dent’s  special  international  program,’  in¬ 
cluding  uniforms  or  allowances  therefor,  as 
authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  2131),  $5,089,- 
000,  to  remain  available  until  expended: 
Provided,  That  the  amount  made  available 
under  this  head  in  the  Departments  of  State 
and  Justice,  the  Judiciary,  and  Related 
Agencies  Appropriation  Act,  1958,  for  United 
States  participation  in  the  Universal  and 
International  Exhibition  of  Brussels,  1958,  is 
increased  from  ‘$6,500,000’  to  ‘$9,389,000.’  " 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  fpllows ; 

Mr.  Cannon  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  61,  and  concur  there¬ 
in  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu 
of  the  matter  stricken  and  inserted  by  said 
amendment  insert  the  following: 


"For  an  additional  amount  for  the  ‘Presi¬ 
dent’s  special  international  program,’  in¬ 
cluding  uniforms  or  allowances  therefor,  as 
authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  2131),  $2,745,- 
000,  to  remain  available  until  expended: 
Provided,  That  the  amount  made  available 
under  this  head  in  the  Departments  of 
State  and  Justice,  the  Judiciary,  and  Re¬ 
lated  Agencies  Appropriation  Act,  1958,  for 
United  States  participation  in  the  Universal 
and  International  Exhibition  of  Brussels, 
1958,  is  increased  from  ‘$6,500,000’  to 
‘$7,045,000.’  ” 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows ; 

Senate  amendment  No.  69.  On  page  30, 
line  22,  insert: 

‘‘Furniture  and  furnishings  additional 
Senate  Office  Building:  To  enable  the 
Architect  of  the  Capitol,  under  the  direction 
of  the  Senate  Office  Building  Commission,  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  July 
10,  1957  (Public  Law  85—93,  85th  Cong.), 
authorizing  furniture  and  furnishings  for 
the  additional  office  building  for  the  United 
States  Senate,  authorized  to  be  constructed 
and  equipped  by  the  Second  Deficiency 
Appropriation  Act,  1948  (62  Stat.  1029), 

$1  million,  to  remain  available  until  ex¬ 
pended.” 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Mr.  Cannon  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  69  and  concur  therein. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  This  provides,  as  I  un¬ 
derstand  it,  for  a  million  dollars  to  buy 
new  furniture  for  the  new  office  build¬ 
ing  that  is  presently  being  constructed 
for  the  other  body;  is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  CANNON.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Does  this  provide  any 
vibrating  chairs;  can  the  gentleman  tell 
the  House? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  am  not  familiar  with 
that.  , 

Mr.  GROSS.  Does  not  the  gentleman 
think  this  is  an  excessive  appropriation 
for  the  purpose? 

Mr.  CANNON.  It  has  always  been, 
throughout  the  history  of  the  Congress, 
customary  for  each  body  to  handle  its 
own  housekeeping  expenditures.  The 
House  has  never  dictated  to  the  other 
body  what  the  other  body  shall  spend 
on  its  office  building  or  furnishings,  and 
the  other  body  has  never  dictated  to  the 
House  what  we  should  spend  on  our  own 
housekeeping  items. 

It  is  highly  important  in  the  mainte¬ 
nance  of  comity  between  the  two  bodies 
that  we  take  no  action,  which  might  be 
construed  as  criticism  and  to  refuse  to 
agree  to  this  item  might  be  taken  as  crit¬ 
icism  of  the  other  body,  a  criticism  which 
the  House  has  never  made  and  cannot 
afford  to  make  now. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
distinguished  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  agree 
entirely  with  the  expressions  of  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  chairman,  the  gentleman 


from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon].  In  fair¬ 
ness  to  the  other  body,  I  should  like  to 
point  out  that  with  regard  to  one  of 
these  items,  furniture  and  furnishings, 
the  other  body  reduced  the  amount  from 
$1,350,000  to  $1,000,000,  and  that  with 
regard  to  remodeling  the  present  Senate 
Office  Building,  it  reduced  the  amount  of 
$500,000  to  $250,000  and  struck  out  a  pro¬ 
viso  which  gave  unlimited  authority  to 
spend.  I  point  these  things  out  to  you 
to  merely  supplement  what  the  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Cannon]  has  said.  This  is  a  matter  of 
comity  between  the  two  Houses.  This  is 
the  concern  and  the  responsibility  of  the 
other  body  and  I  urge  adoption  of  the 
action  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Now  let  us  not  be  car¬ 
ried  away  by  the  statement  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York  as  to  the  reduc¬ 
tion.  It  is  a  reduction  of  $350,000  to 
$1  million  in  the  asking  by  the  other 
body  for  the  purpose.  So  it  is  a  small 
reduction  and  the  gentleman  from  New 
York,  I  think,  would  be  the  first  to  admit 
that  $250,000  for  the  purpose  of  remodel¬ 
ing  the  old  building  across  the  way  be¬ 
longing  to  the  other  body  is  simply  put¬ 
ting  a  foot  in  the  door  toward  the  ex¬ 
penditure  of  millions  of  dollars  for  the 
purpose.  Let  us  get  right  down  to  the 
facts.  You  are  here  going  to  approve 
$1  million  for  the  purchase  of  new  furni¬ 
ture,  when  as  I  understand  it  Govern¬ 
ment  warehouses  are  bursting  with  new 
furniture  that  has  been  stored  away  and 
now  we  are  asked  to  vote  a  million  dol¬ 
lars  to  equip  a  new  office  building  around 
here.  You  can  vote  for  this  conference 
report,  if  you  want  to.  I  am  opposed. 
I  cannot  denounce  the  State  Department 
for  the  purchase  of  $27  waste  paper 
baskets  and  remain  silent  when  con-' 
fronted  with  such  an  inordinate  request 
for  spending  as  this. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  con¬ 
sider  the  House  entirely  competent  to 
conduct  its  own  affairs.  By  the  same 
rule  we  consider  the  Senate  entirely 
competent  to  conduct  its  own  affairs, 
and  we  have  no  desire,  and  it  has  never 
been  the  custom  for  us  to  interfere  in 
domestic  affairs  of  the  other  body  and 
we  do  not  desire  to  interfere  in  this 
instance. 

Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  ma¬ 
jor  money  in  the  supplemental  appro¬ 
priation  bill,  the  subject  of  the  confer¬ 
ence  report  we  have  considered  today, 
has  to  do  with  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense.  I  am  sure  that  members  of  the 
House  will  be  interested  to  learn  of 
certain  Department  of  Defense  econo¬ 
mies  that  have  recently  been  effected. 

BETTER  MANAGEMENT  OF  DEFENSE  CONTRACTS 

For  a  number  of  years  I  have  been 
greatly  concerned  about  the  manage¬ 
ment  of  defense  contracts.  Procure¬ 
ment  costs  have  been  too  high.  The 
negotiated-bid  basis  of  buying  is  not 
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conducive  to  economy,  but  we  all  agree 
the  negotiated  bid  is  often  necessary. 

I  have  talked  about  this  problem  in  the 
House  on  numerous  occasions.  We  have 
hammered  away  on  this  issue  in  Appro- 
priations  Committee  reports  on  the  De-  J 
fense  appropriation  bill.  We  have  had 
staff  studies  made  of  procurement 
policies  and  practices  of  the  Department 
of  Defense,  and  we  are  continuing  those 
studies  again  this  year. 

It  is  gratifying  to  note  that  in  the 
Department  of  Defense  there  now  ap¬ 
pears  to  be  a  concerted  effort  directed 
toward  getting  industry  to  control  costs 
in  connection  with  -military  procure¬ 
ment.  Over  the  past  few  months  the 
top  levels  of  management  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  have  been  stressing  this  cost  theme 
in  their  various  speeches  made  to  in¬ 
dustrial  groups  throughout  the  Nation. 
In  speaking  to  such  a  group  last  week 
in  San  Diego,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
Thomas  S.  Gates,  Jr.,  pointed  out  that 
the  Nation  has  just  about  come  to  its 
limit  on  military  spending  and  that  we 
are  presently  faced  with  an  unprece¬ 
dented  inflation  of  costs.  The  Secre-  j 
tary  said :  “The  producer  who  reduces  his  ‘j 
costs  is  the  one  who  will  survive.”  The 
secretary  of  the  Air  Force,  James  H.  J 


The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  the  votes  by 
which  action  was  taken  on  the  several 
motions  was  laid  on  the  table. 
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GENERAL  LEAVE  TO  EXTEND 
REMARKS 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
who  have  spoken  may  have  5  legislative 
days  in  which  to  extend  their  remarks 
on  the  conference  report. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  ob j  ection  ? 

There  was  no  objection. 


SPECIAL  ORDER 

Mr.  VANIK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  vacate  the  special 
order  granted  me  for  tomorrow;  and  in 
lieu  thereof  I  ask  permission  to  address 
the  House  for  30  minutes  on  Thursday 
next  week  and  to  revise  and  extend 
’  remarks. 

’he  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection? 
was  no  objection. 


Recently  an  official  appeal  has  gone 
out  to  industry  to  curtail  or  reduce  em¬ 
ployment  by  a  flat  5  percent.  This  is  in 
the  employment  that  goes  to  make  up 
what  is  known  as  overhead  costs  that  are 
reimbursed  fully  under  procedures  in 
negotiated  defense  procurement.  I  have 
been  informed  that  the  Air  Force  alone 
.expects  to  save  in  the  current  fiscal  year 
approximately  $120  million  by  this  move. 
More  power  to  those  who  are  seeking 
more  defense  for  fewer  dollars. 

(Mr.  MAHON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the 
motion. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Amendment  No.  70:  On  page  31,  line  8, 
insert : 

“Remodeling,  Senate  Office  Building:  To¬ 
ward  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  act  of 
July  10,  1957  (Public  Law  85-95,  85th  Cong.), 
authorizing  the  enlargement  and  remodel¬ 
ing  of  Senators’  suites  and  structural^  me¬ 
chanical,  and  other  changes  and  improve¬ 
ments  in  the  existing  Senate  Office  Building 
to  provide  improved  accommodations  for 
the  United  States  Senate,  $250,000,  to  be 
expended  by  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  un¬ 
der  the  direction  of  the  Senate  Office  Build¬ 
ing  Commission  and  to  remain  available  un¬ 
til  expended :  Provided,  That  the  funds  here¬ 
in  appropriated  may  be  expended  only  for 
such  work  as  can  be  done  by  the  force  of  the 
Architect  of  the  Capitol,  except  that  not  to 
exceed  $20,000  of  such  fqnds  may  be  expended 
on  a  personal  service  contract  basis  for  con¬ 
sulting  architectural  and  engineering  serv¬ 
ices  for  preparation  of  preliminary  plans  and 
estimates  of  cost  heretofore  completed.” 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
numbered  70  and  concur  therein. 


RECTION  OF  ROLLCALL 

of  Tennessee.  Mr.  Speak  - 

Douglas,  has  initiated  a  forceful  pro-  |  er,  on  rollfcall  No.  200,  I  am  recorded  as 
gram  for  economy  in  procurement  and  not  voting.\I  was  present  and'  voted 
has  so  notified  industry.  j  “yea.”  I  askVmanimous  consent  that 


the  permanent 
cordingly. 

The  SPEAKER.' 
There  was  no  obj 


.ecord  be  corrected  ac- 


obj  ection? 


IOUSING 


NEW  YORK  CT 

AUTHOR! 

(Mr.  FINO  asked  and  wab  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  R^6ord.) 

Mr.  FINO.  /  Mr.  Speaker,  onbApril  2 
of  this  yearyt  urged  the  chairman\f  the 
Subcommittee  on  Housing  to  conduct  an 
investigation  of  certain  deplorable  c 
ditions  Xn  the  New  York  City  Housi: 
Authority.  My  request  for  such  an  in¬ 
quiry  was  based  on  a  series  of  articles 
which  appeared  in  the  New  York  News 
revealing  a  scandalous  situation  in  the 
thority.  These  articles,  as  I  then 
'pointed  out  to  the  subcommittee,  dis¬ 
closed  evidence  of  Communist  infiltra¬ 
tion  among  employees;  mismanagement 
in  the  authority;  proof  of  increased 
crime;  inadequate  police  protection  and 
widespread  violence. 

Mr.  Speaker,  shortly  after  these  shock¬ 
ing  revelations  appeared  in  the  News,  the 
city  administration  in  New  York  or¬ 
dered  a  survey  of  the  authority.  At  that 
time  I  stated  on  the  floor  of  this  House 
that  this  serious  matter  was  “headed  for 
a  whitewash.”  And  that  is  exactly 
what  has  happened. 

After  2  months  of  city  investigation, 
a  report  was  handed  up  which  described 
the  crime  situation  in  the  city’s  public 
housing  projects  as  “sensitive  and  po¬ 
tentially  explosive.”  It  further  report¬ 
ed  that  there  was  evidence  of  “grave 
management  defects  that  cry  for  cor¬ 
rection,”  and  that  “a  substantial  part  of 
the  authority’s  management  structure 
will  need  overhauling  for  better  opera¬ 
tion.” 


Mr.  Speaker,  this  40 -page  report,  ,.to 
say  the  least,  was  a  forthright  condetn- 
nation  of  conditions  in  the  authority  and 
backed  up  completely  the  revelations 
«4made  by  the  News.  Again  and'  again, 
this  report  stressed  that  immediate  ac¬ 
tion  was  needed  urgently.  Among  other 
things,  it  urged  that  the  housing  police 
force  be  doubled  at  once,  In  stressing 
the  importance  of  this  grave  situation, 
the  report  added,  “the/urgency  of  such 
action  cannot  be  overemphasized”  to 
protect  the  tenants  and  “prevent  de¬ 
struction  or  deterioration  of  public 
housing.”  / 

Well,  what  has  happened  since  this 
glaring  report  Was  made  public? 

Mr.  Speaker,  although  this  report  last 
May  urged,  immediate  boosting  of  its 
police  force  from  244  to  548  men  to  cope 
with  a  Sensitive  and  potentially  explo¬ 
sive”  situation  in  the  city’s  83  public- 
housing  projects,  nothing  was  done  until 
last  week — 5  months  after  disclosure  by 
thp  News  and  3  months  after  its  own 
knowledgment  of  these  frightening 
onditions.  Do  you  know  what  the 
authority  did?  It  requested  the  munici¬ 
pal  civil-service  commission  to  certify 
not  300  men,  not  even  100  men,  but 
50  additional  housing  police  officers. 
Imagine  50  additional  cops  to  cope  with 
increasing  evidence  of  crime,  violence, 
and  vandalism  in  83  housing  projects. 
What  a  farce. 

Mr.  Speaker,  if  such  inaction  has  been 
displayed  in  trying  to  correct  a  serious 
matter  which  is  of  compelling  impor¬ 
tance  and  should  have  had  exclusive  and 
immediate  attention,  then  you  can 
imagine  what  steps  have  been  taken  to 
correct  the  other  disgraceful  conditions. 
None. 

Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  absolutely  no 
question  that  shameful  conditions  actu¬ 
ally  exist  in  the  New  York  City  Housing 
Authority.  And  we  know  that  no  effort 
is  being  made  to  bring  about  the  correc¬ 
tion  of  this  situation.  The  American 
taxpayers  who  subsidize  these  housing 
projects  are  entitled  to  better  treatment, 
t  is  obvious  that  the  city  administration 
ii  New  York  has  treated  its  own  report 
of\these  shocking  conditions  with  its 
usual  hushed  manner.  It  is  the  appar¬ 
ent  Hope  of  the  city  that  by  juggling, 
maneuvering,  and  delaying  action  on  its 
problems,,  the  people  will  forget. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  matter  is  too  serious 
and  too  dangerous  to  put  aside  or  sweep 
under  the  rife.  The  city  of  New  York 
has  failed  in\ts  responsibility  to  the 
people.  It  is  fonthis  reason  that  I  again 
urge  the  Subcommittee  on  Housing  to 
step  in  and  clean  up^  this  horrible  mess 
and  not  only  protectHhe  decent  tenants 
but  also  prevent  possible  destruction  of 
public  housing  in  New  Yprk  City. 


CORRECTION  OF  ROLLCALL 

Mr.  COLLIER.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  roll- 
call  No.  201,  August  20, 1  am  recorded  as 
absent.  I  was  present  and  voteaVyea.” 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  thevper- 
manent  Record  and  Journal  may  be  bpr- 
rected  accordingly. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to. 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi-  , 
nois?  \ 
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August  21 


Thdre  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  OKONSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  roll- 
call  No.  201,  August  20,  I  am  recorded  as 
absent.  iWas  present  and  voted  “yea.” 
I  ask  unanipious  consent  that  the  per¬ 
manent  Record  and  Journal  may  be  cor¬ 
rected  accordingly. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  th\gentleman  from  Wis¬ 
consin? 

There  was  no  objfe^tion. 


AMENDMENT  OP  PAIR  LABOR 

STANDARDS  ACT  QF  1938  AS 

AMENDED 

Mr.  LANDRUM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  'fj-om  the 
■  Speaker’s  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  *1458)  to 
amend  the  Pair  Labor  Standards ‘  Act  of 
1938,  as  amended,  to  i-estrict  its  applica¬ 
tion  in  cei'tain  overseas  areas,  andyfor 
other  purposes,  with  Senate  amendme: 
thereto  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amend 
ments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ments,  as  follows:  > 

Page  1,  strike  out  all  after  line  4  over  to 
and  including  line  9  on  page  3  and  insert: 

“(1)  Section  13  of  such  act  is  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new 
subsection  (f ) .” 

Page  3,  line  10,  strike  out  “(g)”  and  insert 
“(f).” 

Page  3,  line  20,  strike  out  “(3)  ”  and  insert 
“(2).” 

Page  4,  line  4,  strike  out  “(g)”  and  insert 
“(f).” 

Page  4,  line  5,  after  “Guam”  insert  “the 
Canal  Zone.” 

Page  4,  line  7,  strike  out  all  after  “posses¬ 
sion”  down  to  and  including  “(4)”  in  line  9 
and  insert  “named  in  section  6  (a)  (3).” 

Page  4,  line  12,  strike  out  “(4)”  and  insert 
“(3)." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con¬ 
curred  in. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  in  connection  wit yL 
the  conference  report  amendments  jufet 
adopted  that  I  may  extend  my  remarks 
in  two  places:  First,  before  the  vote  on 
rollcall  No.  202;  and,  second,  at  a  point 
immediately  following  the  “en  bl'6c”  mo¬ 
tion  in  which  amendment  Nd.  58  was 
included.  / 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York?  / 


There  was  no  objection. 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 
APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1958 

Mi-.  CANNON,  from  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  reported  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9379)  making  appropriations  for  the 
Atomic  Epergy  Commission  for  the  fiscal 
year  encjihg  June  30,  1958,  and  for  other 
puxposas  (Rept.  No.  1217),  which  was 
leadA  first  and  second  time  and,  with 
tne  accompanying  papers,  referred 


to 


the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  State  of  the  Union  and  ordered  to 
be  printed. 

Mr.  VURSELL  reserved  all  points  of 
order  on  the  bill. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9379)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  Atomic  Energy  Com¬ 
mission  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,1958,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Pending  that  motion,  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  general  de¬ 
bate  continue  not  to  exceed  2  hours,  the 
time  to  be  equally  divided  between  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Jensen]  and 
myself.  I  trust  that  is  agreeable  to  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa? 

Mr.  JENSEN.  I  think  that  is  suffi¬ 
cient  time.  There  is  no  real  controversy 
about  the  bill. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Would  it  be  agreeable 
to  the  gentleman  to  further  limit  de¬ 
bate? 

r.  JENSEN.  I  suggest  that  the  gen¬ 
tleman  make  it  an  hour  and  a  half. 

CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  asl 
unanimous  consent  that  general  debase 
be  limi^d  to  one  hour  and  a  half,  fihe 
time  to  Bfe equally  divided  and  controlled 
by  the  gentleman  from  Iowa  \M.y.  Jen¬ 
sen]  and  myself. 

The  SPEAKER-  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  \ie  gen  tlemaxy  from  Mis¬ 
souri? 

Thei-e  was  no  Objection^ 

The  SPEAKER.  The/question  is  on 
the  motion. 

The  motion  was  ag^ed  to. 

Accordingly  the  JfimSe  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  thb.  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  yi le  Uniorrkfor  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  t^e  bill  (H.  r\^379)  with 
Mr.  Boggs  in  {fie  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  tfte  bill. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  fir§t,  read- 
,  ing  of  the" bill  was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  CANNON.  chairman,  w&Jive 

in  a  xA’pid  age.  The  world  has  mol, 
faster  and  further  in  the  last  decat.,, 
thah  in  the  previous  100  years.  Within  ■ 
the  lifetime  of  Members  of  this  body 
Eew  developments,  new  inventions,  new 
formulas,  have  revolutionized  the  econ¬ 
omy  of  the  counti-y,  the  routines  of  busi¬ 
ness  and  all  standards  of  living. 

We  have  seen  developed  within  the 
last  dozen  years  devices  more  wonder¬ 
ful,  more  inexplicable,  than  any  Biblical 
miracle.  The  most  recent  of  these,  and 
perhaps  the  most  important,  is  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  atomic  energy. 

The  theory  of  atomic  energy  was  first 
conceived  by  the  great  Einstein.  When 
presented  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States  with  elaboration  of  the  possibili¬ 
ties  involved  the  President  collaboi-ated 
and  there  was  inserted  in  the  legislative 
budget  an  appropriation  of  $800  million 
cleverly  camouflaged  with  other  mili¬ 
tary  items.  The  Department  did  not 
expect  to  be  interrogated  about  it,  and 
when  we  asked  how  this  $800  million  was 
to  be  used,  they  refused  to  tell  xis.  We 
said  to  the  general  and  to  Mr.  Bush,  who 
was  representing  the  President  “The 
Committee  on  Appropriations  has  never 
yet  appropriated  a  dollar  unless  it  knew 
for  what  purpose  it  was  to  be  spent,  and 


certainly  we  cannot  now  appropriat 
$800  million  without  some  explanatic 
of  its  purpose.  Finally  the  general  said, 
“Germany  and  the  United  States  aYe  in 
a  close  race.  If  Germany  solved  this 
scientific  problem  first,  Germany  .will  win 
the  war  regardless  of  anything  that  we 
can  do.  On  the  other  handG  he  said, 
“if  we  solve  the  problem  firstfl the  United 
States  will  win  the  war  in. "spite  of  any¬ 
thing  Germany  can  do.  /But,”  he  said, 
“we  cannot  tell  you  what  it  is  for.” 

It  was  a  difficult  situation.  We  did 
not  want  it  to  be  said  in  the  future  that 
America  lost  the  war  because  this  little 
group  of  5  men,  /  subcommittee  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations,  had  re¬ 
fused  to  appropriate  $800  million.  So, 
for  the  first/time  in  the  history  of  the 
United  States,  and  certainly  for  the  first 
tim,e  in  tfie  histoi'y  of  the  Committee  on 
Appi'oprj&tions,  we  gave  them  $800  mil¬ 
lion  without  knowing  how  it  was  going 
to  be,  spent.  We  supposed  that  disposed 
of  {he  matter.  We  expected  them  to 
reAch  a  prompt  solution  of  the  problem, 
ut,  at  the  beginning  of  the  next  fiscal 
ear  they  came  back  and  requested  a 
further  appropriation  that  eventually 
amounted  to  a  billion  dollars  more. 
Well,  we  were  rather  appalled  at  the 
idea,  but  we  had  already  spent  $800  mil¬ 
lion,,  and  so,  reluctantly,  we  agreed  to 
appropriate  the  additional  money.  We 
thought  certainly  that  that  would  solve 
the  problem,  but  at  the  end  of  the  year 
they  came  again,  and  finally  we  found 
we  had  appropriated  $2  billion  and  no 
solution  in  sight. 

There  we  stopped,  and  we  said  to  them, 
“We  have  given  you  unlimited  money  and 
you  have  had  3  years.  If  you  have  not 
solved  the  problem  in  that  time  with  the 
funds  we  have  given  you,  you  will  never 
solve  it,  and  we  refuse  to  give  you  more. 
We  are  not  going  to  send  good  money 
after  bad.” 

By  this  time  we  five  men  were  in  a  des¬ 
perate  situation.  Nobody  in  the  House 
except  the  Speaker  knew  anything  about 
it.  We  had  concealed  the  money  in 
other  items  in  the  bills  and  not  a  Mem¬ 
ber  on  the  floor  of  the  House  knew  that 
ijve  had  poured  $2  billion  down  a  rathole 
ithout  knowing  what  it  was  for.  We 
resized  that  it  was  useless  for  us  to 
expect  to  be  retui'ned  to  Congress  when  it 
became  known.  The  amount  by  this  time 
exceeded  the  assessed  value  of  the  en¬ 
tire  city  pf  St.  Louis  and  we  refused  to 
make  anyxfurther  appropriation.  Early 
the  next  Corning  Secretary  Stimson, 
who  sei'ved  as  Secretary  of  War  under 
both  Democratic  and  Republican  ad¬ 
ministrations,  aVvery  great  man,  a  very 
able  man,  was  iri  my  office.  He  said,  “I 
want  to  take  you  over  to  Oak  Ridge 
and  show  you  wjiatkyve  have  done  with 
this  money  and  convince  you  that  we 
must  have  enough  to  Apish  the  project. 
We  are  on  the  verge  of  saving  the  prob¬ 
lem,  but  we  must  have  mcke  money  and 
have  it  now.”  I  said,  “No;-,  Mr.  Secre¬ 
tary,  I  will  not  go  with  youMmt  if  you 
will  pei-mit  me  to  take  the  fi^e  men  of 
the  committee,  we  will  go.”  H\ agreed 
and  we  took  with  us  Mr.  Snyder  Vho  at 
that  time  was  chairman  of  the  Military 
Services  Subcommittee  of  the  Comnvt- 
tee  on  Appropriations,  Mr.  Engel, 
Michigan,  who  was  the  ranking  minoritj 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  Senate  concurred  in  certain  House  amendments  on  supplemental  appro¬ 
priation  bill,  and  further  conference  report  was  suWitted.  Several  Senators 
discussed  administration  of  REA\  Sen.  Watkins  recommended  transfer  of  certain 
meat-packing  regulations  to  FTC.  \lep.  Hill  urged/revision  of  basic  farm  laws  in 
second  session.  House  committee  reported  rice  acreage  bill. 


1,  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1958.  Agreed  to  the  House  amendments  to  the 

Senate  amendirents  regarding  poultry  inspection,  emergency  conservation  measure^, 
and  weather  control  (pp.  14210-11).  Senate  and  House  conferees  were  appointed 
for  a  further  conference  on  two  amendments  not  affecting  this  Department  (pp« 
14211,  14255).  The  House  later  received  the  conference  report  on  these  two 
amendment  s 


2.  MEAT  PACKING.  Sen.  Watkins  spoke  in  favor  of  S.  1356,  to  transfer  certain 
functions  unde/  the  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act  to  the  Federal  Trade  Commission, 
pp.  14249-52/  ' 

3.  ELECTRIFICATION.  Sen.  Barrett  and  several  others  debated  the  progres 
administration  of  REA.  pp.  14234-46 

4.  PERSCWfrEL.  Passed  with  amendment  S.  25,  to  provide  that  changes  in  pay  of  Mgg- 

boa/i  employees  shall  be  effective  not  later  than  the  beginning  of  the  first^pay 
^?iod  which  begins  on  or  after  30  days  following  the  start  of  the  survey. 

Igreed  to  an  amendment  by  Sen.  Carlson  to  provide  that  Saturdays  and  Sundays 
shall  nob  be  a  part  of  the  30  days.  pp.  14230,  14247-8 


Sen.  Johnston  submitted  an  amendment  which  he  intends  to  propose  to  S.  73 1 
to  revise  the  compensation  schedules  of  the  Classification  Act.  p.  34190 

TRANSPORTATION.  Agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  S.  939,  relating  to  the 
rendering  of  transportation  services  to  the  Government  at  free  or  reduced /rates 
under  SecV  22  of  the  ICC  Act.  Rejected,  19  to  62,  a  motion  by  Sen.  Kefauver  to 

postpone  f trther  action  on  the  bill  until  Jan.  30,  1958.  pp.  14213-28 

(The  main  purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  limit  the  free  or  reduced  rates  to  any  time 

of  war  or  national  emergency.)  This  bill  will  now  be  sent  to  the  President. 


6.  D.  C.  STADIUM.  Agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  H.  R.  1937,  to 
construction,  maintenance,  and  operation  of  a  stadium  in  D.  C, 


luthorize  the 
14230 


7.  ATOMIC  ENERGY.  The  Appropriations  Committee  reported  with  amendments  H.  R. 

9379,  the  atomic  energy  appropriation  bill  for  1958  (S.  Rept/C  1080).  p.  14187 

8.  FARM-CITY  WEEK.  The  Judiciary  Committee  reported  without /Amendment  H.  J.  Res. 

313,  designating  Nov.  22-28,  1957,  as  National  Farm-City  Week  (s.  Rept.  1103). 

p.  I4I88 


inserted  a  Jugoslav  National  Home  meeting 
Superior  Forest  wilderness  preservation  bill, 
“90-1 


9.  WILDERNESS  PRESERVATION.  Sen. 
resolution  opposing  S.  1176, 
as  being  too  restrictive,  pp. 


10.  PATENTS.  A  Judiciary  Committee  stucty,  "The  International  Patent  System  and 

Foreign  Policy,"  was  ordered  prinrted\as  S./Doc.  63.  pp.'  34248-9 

11.  LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM.  Majority  leader  Johnson  announced  that  S.  1356,  to  trans¬ 

fer  certain  meat-packing  regulation  to^FIX),  is  to  be  debated  today,  and  that 
various  other  bills  are  to  be  considered  in  the  near  future,  including  S.  334, 
to  assist  the  cotton  textile  industry  to  regain  a  proper  share  of  the  world 
market,  p.  14231 


HOUSE 

12.  RICE.  The  Agriculture  Committee  reported  without  amendment  H.R.  8490,  to 

establish  rice  acreage  allotments,  prevent  the  expansion  of  such  allotments, 
and  provide  for  a  65%  penalty  payment  for  rice  produced  by  supported  producers 
outside  of  their  allotments  (H.  Rept.  1236).  p.  1430 


a 


13.  RESEARCH;  LAND.  Passed  without  amendment  S.  1962,  to  com 
land  near  Bowie,  Md./to  the  Perkins  Chapel  Methodist  Churcl 
now  be  sent  to  the  President,  p.  14275 


a  tract  of  USDA 
This  bill  will 


14.  FARM  PROGRAM.  Re/.  Hill  stated  that  everything  about  the  farm  program  was  not 

bad,  inserted  a'  column  commenting  on  the  increase  in  the  prices  farmers 
received,  and^/Urged  that  the  House  consider  "fundamental  changes  in  the 
approach  toward  the  solution  of  our  agricultural  difficulties"  in  the  second 
session,  pp.  14292-3 

15.  PERSONNEL^7  Agreed  to  H. Res.  406,  to  provide  for  an  investigation  by  the\House 

Administration  Committee  of  the  Hatch  Act  and  other  restrictions  on  political 
participation  by  Federal  employees,  pp.  14280-2  - 

WATER  RESOURCES.  Agreed  to  H.  Con  Res.  176,  to  print  as  a  House  Document  > 
II  of  the  Central  Valley  Project  Documents,  comprising  project  operating 
documents,  which  had  been  reported  by  the  House  Administration  Committee 
(H.  Rept.  1232).  pp.  14285,  14305 
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SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1958 


August  22,  1957. — Ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Cannon,  from  the  committee  of  conference,  submitted  the 

following 

CONFERENCE  REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  9131] 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate,  numbered  6  and  54,  to  the 
bill  (H.  R.  9131)  making  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1958,  and  for  other  purposes,  having  met,  after 
full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recommend 
to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  disagreement  amendments 
numbered  6  and  54. 

Clarence  Cannon, 

John  J.  Rooney, 

.  John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Carl  Hayden, 

Richard  B.  Russell, 

Dennis  Chavez, 

Allen  J.  Ellender, 

Lister  Hill, 

Spessard  L.  Holland, 

John  Stennis, 

Leverett  Saltonstall, 

Milton  R.  Young, 

William  F.  Knowland, 
Edward  J.  Thye, 

Karl  E.  Mundt, 

Margaret  Chase  Smith, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 
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STATEMENT  OF  THE  MANAGERS  ON  THE  PART  OF  THE  HOUSE 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  further  conference  on 
the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  amendments  Nos.  6  and  54 
of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9131)  making  supplemental  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1958,  and  for  other  purposes, 
submit  the  following  statement  in  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the 
action  agreed  upon  and  recommended  in  the  accompanying  conference 
report  as  to  each  of  such  amendments,  namely: 

CHAPTER  II 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Civil  Aeronautics  Administration 

Amendment  No.  6:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

CHAPTER  VIII 
PUBLIC  WORKS 

Department  of  Defense — Civil  Functions 

Amendment  No.  54:  Reported  in  disagreement.  The  managers  on 
the  part  of  the  House  will  propose  an  amendment  to  include  $425,000 
in  lieu  of  the  $475,000  proposed  by  the  Senate.  This  action  will 
provide  funds  for  the  27-foot  channel  in  the  Columbia  River  from 
Vancouver  to  The  Dalles  and  will  eliminate  funds  provided  in  the 
Senate  amendment  for  Rathbun  Dam,  Iowa  (planning). 

Clarence  Cannon, 

John  J.  Rooney, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  oj  the  House. 
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id  that  all  they  are  concerned  with  Is  get¬ 
ting  them  “organized”  in  any  way  they  can. 
ey  want  the  money. 

Th^se  are  facts. 

Therfcware  statements  that  have  been  made 
to  the  Times  Herald  by  responsible  men  and 
which  we  stand  ready  to  prove. 

These  arevthe  methods  of  racketeers  and 
not  decent  and  responsible  labor  leaders. 

A  grand  juryvinvestigation  in  Port  Huron 
might  put  somk  of  these  racketeers  right 
where  they  belong 

This  is  not  a  qu^ttion  of  unionism. 

The  Times  Herald\s  a  union  shop  and  it 
wouldn’t  have  anything  else. 

For  more  than  a  thirdVf  a  century  we  have 
had  union  contracts  whenever  men  wanted 
them  and  we  have  as  ns©  men  as  ever 
worked  anywhere — men  of  ts©  very  highest 
type  and  standing  in  this  community. 

They  are  not  racketeers. 

They  are  real  Americans. 

Why  not  a  grand  jury  to  reveal  to'toe  pub¬ 
lic  the  methods  of  the  persons  responsible 
for  the  facts  that  babies  and  invalids  and 
sick  persons,  as  well  as  the  general  public 
are  being  deprived  of  their  daily  supplyS^f 
milk? 

Why  not? 

[From  the  Port  Huron  Times  Herald  of 
March  18,  1943] 

How  Do  You  Like  This? 

The  Times  Herald  wants  to  thank  the 
hundreds  and  hundreds  of  persons  who  have 
called  or  written  us  during  the  past  few  days 
in  commendation  of  the  attitude  of  this 
paper  with  regard  to  the  milk  situation  here. 

We  greatly  appreciate  the  confidence  ex¬ 
pressed  in  this  newspaper,  but  the  fact  of  the 
matter  is  the  Times  Herald  is  simply  doing 
its  plain  duty  as  an  American  newspaper 
published  in  an  American  community. 

When  a  lot  of  gorillas  and  racketeers  get 
a  community  by  its  throat  and  attempt  to 
take  over,  there  is  nothing  a  self-respecting 
American  citizen  can  do  but  to  fight  to  the 
limit  of  his  ability. 

We  sent  our  sons  to  Africa  to  the  Pacific  to 
Iceland  and  all  over  the  world  to  die,  if 
necessary,  on  the  battlefields  and  ships  that 
we  might  be  free  over  here  and  the  very  least 
we  can  do  is  to  try  to  protect  their  wives  and 
babies  at  home  while  they  are  fighting  for 
us. 

God  knows  if  we  don’t  do  that  we  are  lost. 

This  newspaper  is  a  firm  believer  in  the 
right  of  organization  and  collective  bargain¬ 
ing,  if  employees  so  desire.  But  to  force 
them  against  their  will  into  a  union  through 
illegal  pressure  on  their  employers  is  a 
racket  not  indulged  in  by  honest  union  i 
leaders. 

The  degree  of  patriotism  possessed  by  thefe 
scavengers  in  the  guise  of  labor  represeHxa- 
tives  is  best  illustrated  by  what  took  -place 
in  a  meeting  of  the  milk  wagon  drives  with 
Lester  (Cuts)  Burde,  former  bootlegger  and 
prizefighter,  now  business  agen.tr  of  the 
bartenders  union. 

Frank  Houk,  one  of  the  drivers,  prompted 
by  a  remark  by  Burde  said:  "Tcl  other  words 
you  and  your  organization  are  taking  away 
the  right  of  independenc^that  is  given  to 
every  American  citizen.’’ 

At  this  point  Houky/vas  interrupted  by 
Burde  who  exclaimed? 

“Aw,  don’t  give  usythat  American  s- 
(Too  filthy  to  print/ 

Attesting  to  th/  absolute  accuracy  of  this 
statement  are  >Houk,  Clarence  R.  Smith, 
William  Duncitfnson,  Alger  Ashley,  Clarence 
Ogden,  Thomas  Odom  and  Walter  Harris,  all 
good  American  citizens  and  drivers  of  milk 
trucks. 

Do  yad  wonder  that  decent  men  of  this 
type  object  to  being  ruled  and  lorded  over 
by  su/h  filth? 


What  do  you  American  Legion  boys,  who 
fought  for  their  country  in  the  last  world 
war,  think  of  this? 

Do  you  believe  decent  union  men  and  re¬ 
sponsible  union  leaders  will  stand  for  this 
sort  of  talk,  with  their  own  sons  fighting  for 
America  today? 

Burde  is  the  man  responsible  for  the  boy¬ 
cott  declared  against  restaurants  and  others 
who  sell  milk  delivered  by  nonunion  team¬ 
sters. 

Burde  is  the  man  responsible  for  picketing. 

There  was  a  time  in  the  United  States  of 
America  when  they  didn’t  fool  with  people 
of  this  type,  but  things  seem  somewhat  dif¬ 
ferent  today. 

Surely  there  is  some  way  under  the  law 
to  deal  with  the  Burdes  and  Colemans  and 
other  racketeers  and  surely  our  law  enforce¬ 
ment  officials  cannot,  in  all  decency,  permit 
this  sort  of  thing  to  go  on. 

If  we  do,  we  have  lost  the  war  before  our 
boys  come  back  and  they  will  return  ashamed 
of  their  fathers  and  brothers  and  everyone 
else. 

Why  not  a  grand  jury? 

[From  the  Port  Huron  Times  Herald  of 
March  20,  1943] 

(nd  This  Is  the  United  States  op  America 
Jhis  is  the  fifth  of  a  series  of  page  one  edi¬ 
torials  revealing  to  the  public  the  tactics  oj 
the  N?or  racketeers  in  plying  their  filtjj 
trade. 

LesterV'Cuts”  Burde,  exbootlegger/ and 
prize  fighter  and,  of  all  things,  ex -strike¬ 
breaker  himself,  the  so-called  lousiness 
agent  of  thev  bartenders’  union /and  the 
restaurant  employees,  walked  into  the  cafe¬ 
teria  of  Mueller’s\a  few  days  agp. 

Here  is  the  conversation  asr  related  to  us 
by  one  of  the  girls  \we  hav/  her  name  and 
address)  who  was  employed  there,  but  who 
quit  rather  than  be  f^^fed  to  pay  tribute 
to  Burde. 

“Why  don’t  you  get  /ouiSemployees  organ¬ 
ized  here?"  demanded  Burdfet  of  the  proprie¬ 
tor.  “Didn’t  I  tell/you  to  ge\busy?” 

The  proprietory^aid  he  just  didn’t  happen 
to  have  the  time 

“Well,”  exclaimed  Burde,  “we’lKhave  no 
more  fooling/  You  get  this  place  organized 
or  else  ■ 

As  a  pa/ting  shot  Burde  declared: 

“I  doja’t  want  you  to  wait  longer  tfc^n 
Monday  or  Tuesday,  do  you  understand?’ 
proprietor  meekly  said  he  did. 
Incidentally  Burde  informed  this  young 
la/y  that,  having  once  before  been  a  mem- 
rer  of  the  union,  she  would  have  to  pay  $8.25 
*to  rejoin  if  she  wanted  to  hold  her  job,  and  in 
addition  she  would  have  to  pay  $1.75  a  month 
dues. 

The  girls  who  do  not  belong  to  the  union 
must  pay  $5  to  join  and  $1.75  a  month  there¬ 
after.  Occasionally  they  are  fined  by  Burde 
to  the  extent  of  $5. 

They  have  nothing  to  say  about  whether 
they  wanted  to  join  this  union  or  any  other 
union.  They  were  to  be  organized  by  their 
proprietor  and  all  Burde  wanted  was  “the 
dough.” 

This  is  what  has  been  going  on  in  Port 
Huron,  where  this  former  bootlegger  has  been 
strutting  about  the  streets,  threatening  and 
boycotting  businessmen  and  taking  blood- 
money  from  a  lot  of  helpless  working  girls. 

This  is  the  sort  of  thing  which  brought  on 
the  refusal  of  the  milk  drivers  to  give  up 
their  sacred  American  rights  and  be  forced 
to  join  a  union  which  frankly  tells  them 
they  will  do  nothing  for  them  and  that  they 
don’t  give  a  damn  about  them. 

This  is  the  sort  of  thing  which  started  our 
forefathers  in  the  flight  for  American  free¬ 
dom  and  finally  resulted  in  the  Boston  tea 
party. 


And  yet  there  are  a  few  individuals  so  lack¬ 
ing  in  patriotism  and  so  selfish  and  con¬ 
cerned  with  their  own  comfort,  that  the 
wonder  why  the  drivers  quit  their  jgras 
rather  than  give  up  their  sacred  fr< 

Thank  God  from  the  great  majority 
has  come  a  response  to  the  action  of  the 
milk  drivers  which  shows  that  the.'neart  of 
America  is  still  sound. 

There  is  a  way,  under  the  laiy/to  organize 
a  union. 

That  way  is  to  go  to  theydmployees  and 
get  them  to  join  of  their  qwn  free  will  and 
accord. 

No  employer  may,  upfier  penalty  of  the 
law,  interfere  with  thii 

The  purpose  of  a  pinion  is  to  improve  the 
working  conditions  and  to  seek  fair  wages 
and  other  rights/'' and  privileges,  for  the 
workers.  / 

The  purpose >of  the  racketeers  is  to  get  a 
soft  living  by  shaking  down  a  hard-working 
man  or  woman. 

There  are  people  who  ask,  “Why  don’t  they 
go  to  the  courts  for  protection?” 

We  ayfe  ashamed  to  say  there  is  no  protec¬ 
tion  from  the  courts. 

Ttefs  same  outfit  which  has  plied  its  filthy 
trane  here  recently  said  “to  hell  with  that 
injunction”  which  had  been  issued  by  the 
fourt  in  behalf  of  a  local  concern. 

And  that’s  their  attitude  and  the  courts 
find  themselves  helpless. 

These  are  things  the  public  should  know. 

These  are  facts  which  the  rotten  racketeers 
cannot  refute. 

Our  soldier  boys  who  are  fighting  for  their 
country  in  far-off  lands  while  Burde  and 
Coleman  are  holding  up  their  fathers  and 
mothers  and  interfering  with  the  delivery  of 
milk  to  their  babies  at  home  will  be  inter¬ 
ested  in  this. 

If  they  haven’t  already  heard  about  it  we 
shall  tell  them  when  they  get  back,  and 
we  doubt  if  Port  Huron  will  be  a  very  healthy 
place  for  these  slimy  individuals. 

When  the  cowardly  Coleman  came  here  he 
called  Ada  Wurzel  on  the  phone. 

“Why  haven’t'  you  organized  your  men?” 
he  asked  Mrs.  Wurzel. 

Mrs.  Wurzel  told  him  her  husband  was 
handling  the  matter  and  that  the  men  told 
Mr.  Wurzel  they  wouldn’t  join  a  union. 

“I’ll  tell  you  something,”  this  bully  said  to 
Mrs.  Wurzel,  “you  will  organize  these  men 
or  else - .” 

And  this  is  the  United  States  of  America. 

[From  the  Port  Huron  Times  Herald  of 
March  21,  1943] 

We  Want  Public  To  Know 
Tlife  morning  the  Times  Herald  had  a 
telepmpe  call — among  hundreds  of  other 
good  citizens  who  are  fighting  mad — from 
Mrs.  William  DeMars,  of  Lakeport,  president 
of  the  parent -teacher  association  of  that 
community. 

Yesterday  Bits.  DeMars’  son,  Wilbert,  left 
for  Fort  CusteAwith  170  other  Port  Huron 
and  St.  Clair  County  boys  to  fight  for  his 
country. 

Now  Mrs.  DeMars  wants  to  know  why  her 
son  should  be  taken  to  some  foreign  land  to 
fight  Japs  and  Germans*^  order  to  preserve 
our  freedom,  when  we  aredosfng  it  at  home. 

Frankly,  Mrs.  DeMars  we  find  it  difficult  to 
answer  your  question. 

We  don’t  know  what  good  it  Ingoing  to  do 
to  send  our  sons  to  far-off  foreign  lands  to 
fight  for  us,  if  we  are  going  to  permit  the 
leeches  and  racketeers  of  the  kind  Vho  are 
now  operating  in  this  community  t^  take 
away  our  rights  as  American  citizens 

Coleman  and  Burde  and  their  dirty  g'ft^g 
are  not  interested  in  this  American 


and  Burde  has  plainly  said  so  to  the  milk- 
wagon  drivers. 
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All  they  want  Is  a  rakeoff  on  the  pay  of 
a  lot  of  working  men  and  girls — $2  or  more 
a  month. 

Coleman  came  to  Port  Huron  in  a  hig  new 
Buick  carv  with  a  “C”  license  and  so  have 
his  associates. 

An  honek;  workingman  couldn’t  get  a 
«'C”  license  to  save  his  neck,  but  a  labor 
racketeer  can  gist  one  simply  by  asking  for  it. 

Nice  situation,  isn’t  it,  Mrs.  DeMars? 

Bet  your  husband  who  probably  works  hard 
for  his  living  every  day,  can’t  get  one. 

Coleman  didn’t  go  to  the  milk-wagon 
drivers  and  ask  them  to  join  a  union — not 
that  racketeer. 

That  isn’t  his  way  of  working. 

He  went  to  the  employers,  driving  up  in 
his  big  new  car,  and  told  them  to  get  busy 
organizing  their  men  or  else\ 

Those  were  his  words,  not  in  One  particular 
place,  but  in  many  places  he  visited. 

He  said  he  “didn’t  give  a  damn'l  about  the 
drivers,  but  was  simply  a  businessman  inter¬ 
ested  in  getting  “the  dough.”  \ 

The  drivers,  he  said,  are  an  “ignorant  lot 
and  anybody  can  drive  a  truck.”  \ 

He  didn’t  promise  any  better  wages,  work¬ 
ing  hours,  or  conditions,  or  anything  eige 
to  the  men.  He  didn’t  even  talk  to  the: 
and  said  "to  hell  with  that.” 

The  Times  Herald  has  Mr.  Coleman  on 
record  and  we  haven’t  yet  completed  the 
publication  of  the  record. 

The  whole  purpose  of  these  editorials  is 
to  make  clear  to  the  people  of  this  com¬ 
munity  and  the  readers  of  the  Times  Herald 
everywhere  what  is  really  going  on  in  this 
good  old  United  States  of  America  which 
we  all  love  so  well. 

We  want  the  public  to  know  something 
of  the  methods  of  labor  racketeers,  to  whom 
we  have  referred  on  many  occasions,  as  dis¬ 
tinguished  from  decent,  responsible  labor 
leaders,  who  are  really,  trying  to  improve 
working  conditions  among  working  people. 

As  we  have  said  before,  the  Times  Herald 
has  had  a  union  and  a  closed  shop  for  a 
third  of  a  century,  and  we  would  have  noth¬ 
ing  else  today  under  any  circumstances. 

But  we  deal  and  work  with  honest,  re¬ 
sponsible,  fine  Americans  who  are  not  out 
to  take  pennies  from  a  dead  man’s  eyes. 

We  don’t  have  any  “Cuts”  Burdes  or 
Morris  Coleman’s  around  our  shop,  ready  to 
grab  off  part  of  the  wages  of  hard-working 
girls  who  only  get  a  living. 

We  want  a  showdown  and  we  want  the 
authorities  in  high  and  low  places  to  help 
us  get  it. 

We  want  to  put  some  of  these  gorillas 
where  they  belong  and  we’re  not  going  to  be 
“shushed”  by  anybody. 

We’re  still  free,  thank  God,  and  we’re 
going  to  keep  right  on  fighting  to  maintai, 
that  freedom  as  long  as  we  live. 


to  make  available  to  my  colleagues  and 
to  those  who  read  the  Record  some  in¬ 
teresting  background  and  material 
which  I  hope  will  show  the  extent  to 
which  these  misdoings  have  been  cov¬ 
ered  for  many  years. 

I  also  wish  to  point  out  at  this  time 
the  great  results  which  real  investigative 
reporting  can  accomplish  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  our  institutions  and  our  way 
of  life.  Reporters  who  are  willing  to 
go  after  the  facts,  to  dig  them  out,  to 
analyze  them  and  to  present  them  in  an 
honest  fashion  to  their  readers,  will  for¬ 
ever  be  a  credit  to  their  profession  and 
a  guaranty  that  the  freedom  of  the 
press  will  continue,  and  with  it  the  free¬ 
dom  of  all  Americans. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  indebted  to  the 
men  and  to  the  newspapers  I  have  men¬ 
tioned  today,  but  we  are  also  indebted 
to  many  others,  who  for  lack  of  time  and 
lack  of  space,  I  have  not  mentioned. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre 
jntatives,  by  Mr.  Bartlett,  one  of  its, 
reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  Ho 
insisted  upon  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  numbered  6 
and  54yto  the  bill  (H.  R.  9131)  leaking 
supplemental  appropriations  for/the  fis¬ 
cal  year  ending  June  30,  1958/'  and  for 
other  purposes;  agreed  to  t)ie  further 
conference  tasked  by  the  Senate  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the/  two  Houses 
thereon,  and  that  Mr,  Cannon,  Mr. 
Rooney,  and  Mrs  Taber  were  appointed 
managers  on  the  'par t  of  the  House  at 
the  further  conference. 

The  message  also  ikjnounced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  to  the  bill\(H.  R.  6508)  to 
modify  the  Code  of  Law  tpr  the  District 
of  Columbi^/to  provide  fdr  a  uniform 
succession .  of  real  and  personal  prop¬ 
erty  in  case  of  intestacy,  to  abolish 
dower  ^-nd  curtesy,  and  to  grapt  unto 
a  surviving  spouse  a  statutory  share  in 
the  ether’s  real  estate  owned  a\time 
of  Meath,  and  for  other  purposes. 


Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  President, 
my  colleagues  will  wonder  why  I  have 
used  the  time  of  the  Senate  today  and 
have  asked  for  this  large  amount  of 
space  in  the  Congressional  Record,  and 
I  believe  an  explanation  is  due  them. 
It  is  often  said  that  the  American  peo¬ 
ple  do  not  read  the  editorial  pages  of 
their  newspapers,  and,  /rom  the  expres¬ 
sions  of  surprise  at  the  exposes  being 
made  by  the  McCJellan  committee,  I 
am  inclined  to  agree.  The  situations 
that  are  being  unfolded  are  not  new; 
they  have  existed  for  years,  and  many 
eminent  newspapermen  and  newspapers 
have  been  discussing  them  daily  in  their 
editorials  and  on  their  editorial  pages 
through  the  medium  of  columns. 

That yie  have  had  our  Fays,  our  Becks, 
our  Johnny  Dios,  our  James  Hoffas,  our 
Willie  Bioffs,  our  Frank  Brewsters, 
should  not  come  as  a  surprise  to  anyone, 
but  the  fact  that  it  does  causes  me  today 


ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  Speaker  had  affixed  his  signature  to 
the  following  enrolled  bills,  and  they 
were  signed  by  the  Vice  President: 

S.  959.  An  act  to  amend  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  to 
exempt  certain  wheat  producers  from  lia¬ 
bility  under  the  act  where  all  the  wheat 
crop  is  fed  or  used  for  seed  or  food  on  the 
farm,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  1866.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  en¬ 
titled  “An  act  to  require  the  inspection  and 
certification  of  certain  vessels  carrying  pas¬ 
sengers,”  approved  May  10,  1956,  in  order  to 
provide  adequate  time  for  the  formulation 
and  consideration  of  rules  and  regulations 
to  be  prescribed  under  such  act; 

S.  2431>.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of 
Congress  to  the  Klamath  River  Basin  Com¬ 
pact  between  the  States  of  California  and 
Oregon,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  787.  An  act  to  authorize  the  exchange 
of  certain  lands  between  the  United  States 
of  America  and  the  State  of  California; 

H.  R.  1944.  An  act  to  amend  title  II  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  so  as  to  make  inap¬ 
plicable,  in  the  case  of  the  survivors  of  cer¬ 
tain  members  of  the  Armed  Forces,  the  pro- 
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visions  which  presently  prevent  the  payment 
of  benefits  to  aliens  who  are  outside  tjie 
United  States; 

H.  R,  2741.  An  act  to  authorize  and  qirect 
the  Administrator  of  Veterans’  Affairs  to 
convey  certain  lands  of  the  United  States  to 
the  Hermann  Hospital  Estate,  Houston,  Tex.; 

H.  R.  2842.  An  act  to  amend  th^Tariff  Act 
of  1930  to  provide  for  the  temporary  free 
importation  of  certain  tanning  extracts,  and 
to  amend  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954 
to  suspend  temporarily  the /(ax  on  the  proc¬ 
essing  of  coconut  oil; 

H.  R.  2979.  An  act  f 05/the  relief  of  Mary 
Hummel; 

H.  R.  3246.  An  act /"to  authorize  the  ex¬ 
change  of  lands  at/the  United  States  Naval 
Station,  San  Juan/Puerto  Rico,  between  the 
Commonwealth  Jot  Puerto  Rico  and  the 
United  States  of  America; 

H.  R.  3583.  Xu  act  for  the  relief  of  Chandler 

R.  Scott; 

H.  R.  46^2.  An  act  to  encourage  new  resi¬ 
dential  construction  for  veterans’  housing  in 
rural  afeas  and  small  cities  and  towns  by 
raising  the  maximum  amount  in  which  direct 
loans  may  be  made  from  $10,000  to  $13,500, 
to/uthorize  advance  financing  commitments, 
extend  the  direct-loan  program  for  vet¬ 
erans,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  6166.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Michael 

S.  Tilimon; 

H.  R.  6456.  An  act  to  amend  section  304  (d) 
of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act, 
with  respect  to  the  disposition  of  certain 
imported  articles  which  have  been  seized  and 
condemned; 

H.  R.  7467.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of 
March  3,  1901,  with  respect  to  the  citizen¬ 
ship  and  residence  qualifications  of  the  di¬ 
rectors  or  trustees  of  certain  companies  in 
the  District  of  Columbia; 

H.  R.  8005.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con¬ 
veyance  of  interests  of  the  United  States  in 
and  to  fissionable  materials  in  certain  tracts 
of  land  situated  in  Cook  County,  Ill.,  and  in 
Buffalo  County,  Nebr.; 

H.  R.  8079.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of 
June  20,  1910,  by  deleting  therefrom  certain 
provisions  relating  to  the  establishment,  de¬ 
posit,  and  investment  of  funds  derived  from 
land  grants  to  the  States  of  New  Mexico  and 
Arizona; 

H.  R.  8240.  An  act  to  authorize  certain  con¬ 
struction  at  military  installations,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.  R.  8753.  An  act  to  amend  title  II  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  to  include  California, 
Connecticut,  Minnesota,  and  Rhode  Island 
among  the  States  which  are  permitted  to  di- 
ide  their  retirement  systems  into  two  parts 
as  to  obtain  social-security  coverage, 
udder  State  agreement,  for  only  those  State 
and\local  employees  who  desire  such  cover¬ 
age;  and 

H.  R\  8929.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of 
August  2(7,  1935,  as  amended,  to  permit  the 
disposal  of  lands  and  interests  in  lands  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  to  aliens. 


SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS, 
1958— CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  sub¬ 
mit  a  report  of  the  committee  of  confer¬ 
ence  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9131)  making  supple¬ 
mental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1958,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the 
present  consideration  of  the  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  re¬ 
port  will  be  read  for  the  information  of 
the  Senate. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  report. 
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(For  conference  report,  see  House  pro¬ 
ceedings  of  August  20,  1957,  p.  14027, 
Congressional  Record.) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  report. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  by  way 
of  explanation,  I  will  say  the  conference 
committee  reached  an  agreeme  t  on  all 
of  the  Senate  amendments  except  No.  6, 
which  deals  with  an  additional  Washing¬ 
ton  airport.  However,  because  of  a  par¬ 
liamentary  entanglement  on  the  floor  of 
the  other  body  during  the  consideration 
of  the  conference  report,  amendment  No. 
54,  which  involves  funds  for  construction 
by  the  Corps  of  Engineers,  will  have  to  go 
back  to  conference. 

After  the  conference  report  and  the 
amendments  in  disagreement  on  which 
the  conferees  have  now  reached  an  agree¬ 
ment  have  been  disposed  of,  I  intend  to 
make  a  motion  that  the  Senate  insist  on 
its  amendments  Nos.  6  and  54,  and  re¬ 
quest  a  further  conference  with  the 
House  thereon. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  first  is  on  agreeing  to  the  con¬ 
ference  report. 

The  conference  report,  with  the  excep¬ 
tion  of  amendments  Nos.  6  and  54,  was 
screed  to 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before 
the  Senate  a  message  from  the  House 
of  Representatives  announcing  its  action 
on  certain  amendments  of  the  Senate  to 
House  bill  9131,  which  was  read  as 
follows: 

In  the  House  op 
Representatives,  U.  S., 

August  21,  1957. 

Resolved,  That  the  House  recede  from  its 
disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  numbered  8,  15,  33,  34,  43,  45,  47,  49, 
50,  57,  58,  64,  69,  70,  72,  and  75  to  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9131)  entitled  "An  act  making  sup¬ 
plemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1958,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,”  and  concur  therein. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  3,  and  concur  therein  with  an  amend¬ 
ment,  as  follows :  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed 
in  said  amendment,  insert  "$1,300,000.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  4,  and  concur  therein  with  an  amend¬ 
ment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  pro¬ 
posed  in  said  amendment,  insert  "$20,000,- 
000.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
numbered  7,  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  in  said  amendment,  insert  “$2,400,- 
000.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
numbered  10,  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  in  said  amendment,  insert  “$750.- 
000.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  12,  and  concur  therein  with  an  amend¬ 
ment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  pro¬ 
posed  by  said  amendment,  insert: 

"advisory  committee  on  weather  control 

“To  complete  its  final  report  to  the  Presi¬ 
dent  and  the  Congress  as  provided  by  law, 
$100,000:  Provided,  That  the  committee  shall 
complete  its  report  and  terminate  its  ac¬ 
tivities  by  December  31,  1957.” 


That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  14,  and  concur  therein  with  an  amend¬ 
ment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  pro¬ 
posed  by  said  amendment,  insert: 

"salaries  and  expenses 

“For  necessary  expenses,  not  otherwise  pro¬ 
vided  for,  of  the  Small  Business  Administra¬ 
tion,  including  expenses  of  attendance  at 
meetings  concerned  with  the  purposes  of 
this  appropriation  and  hire  of  passenger -mo¬ 
tor  vehicles,  $2,235,000;  and  in  addition  there 
may  be  transferred  to  this  appropriation  not 
to  exceed  $6,877,000  from  the  revolving  fund, 
Small  Business  Administration,  and  not  to 
exceed  $490,000  from  the  fund  for  liquidation 
of  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Dis¬ 
aster  Loans,  Small  Business  Administration, 
for  administrative  expenses  in  connection 
with  activities  financed  under  said  funds: 
Provided,  That  the  amount  authorized  for 
transfer  from  the  revolving  fund.  Small  Busi¬ 
ness  Administration,  may  be  increased,  with 
the  approval  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
by  such  amount  as  may  be  required  to  fi¬ 
nance  administrative  expenses  incurred  in 
the  making  of  disaster  loans:  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  the  Committees  on  Appropriations 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  and  the 
Senate  shall  be  notified  in  advance  of  such 
increases  in  transfers  from  the  revolving 
fund.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  32,  and  concur  therein  with  an  amend¬ 
ment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  pro¬ 
posed  by'  said  amendment,  insert : 

“Sec.  312.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  in  his 
discretion,  is  hereby  authorized  to  transfer 
to  the  "Air  Force  industrial  fund”  not  to 
exceed  $75  million  from  appropriations  to 
the  Department  of  the  Air  Force  available 
for  obligation  during  the  fiscal  year  1958.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  38,  and  concur  therein  with  an  amend¬ 
ment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  pro¬ 
posed  by  said  amendment,  insert: 

“CONSTRUCTION  OF  POWER  SYSTEMS,  RYUKYU 
ISLANDS 

"For  necessary  expenses  of  construction, 
installation,  and  equipment  of  electric  power 
systems  in  the  Ryukyu  Islands,  which  shall 
be  operated  by  the  Ryukyu  Electric  Power 
Corporation,  an  instrumentality  of  the 
United  States  Civil  Administration  of  the 
Ryukyu  Islands;  services  as  authorized  by 
section  15  of  the  act  of  August  2,  1946  (5- 
U.  S.  C.  55a) ,  at  rates  not  in  excess  of  $50  a\ 
day  for  individuals;  $1,513,000,  to  remain 
available  until  expended,  without  regard  to 
sections  355  and  3734  of  the  Revised  Statutes, 
as  amended,  and  title  10,  United  States  Code, 
section  4774.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  40,  and  concur  therein  with  an  amend¬ 
ment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  pro¬ 
posed  by  said  amendment,  insert: 

"HOSPITAL  FACILITIES  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF 
COLUMBIA 

"For  an  additional  amount  for  expenses 
necessary  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of 
the  act  of  August  7,  1.946  (60  Stat.  896) ,  as 
amended,  authorizing  the  establishment  of 
a  hospital  center  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
including  grants  to  private  agencies  for  hos¬ 
pital  facilities  in  said  District,  $500,000,  to 
remain  available  until  expended:  Provided, 
That  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the 
act  of  July  15,  1952  (66  Stat.  644) ,  as 
amended,  on  the  total  amount  to  be  provided 
for  completion  of  grant  projects,  is  increased 
from  $13,010,000  to  $13,300,000:  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  the  limitation  on  the  total  amount 
for  completion  of  the  hospital  center  is  in¬ 
creased  from  $23,200,000  to  $23,413,000.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  61,  and  concur  therein  with  an  amend¬ 


ment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
stricken  and  inserted  by  said  amendment 
insert  the  following: 

"For  an  additional  amount  for  the  ‘Presi¬ 
dent’s  special  international  program’,  includ¬ 
ing  uniforms  or  allowances  therefor,  as  au¬ 
thorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  2131),  $2,745,000, 
to  remain  available  until  expended :  Provided, 
That  the  amount  made  available  under  this 
head  in  the  Departments  of  State  and  Justice, 
the  Judiciary,  and  Related  Agencies  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1958,  for  United  States  partici¬ 
pation  in  the  Universal  and  International 
Exhibition  of  Brussels,  1958,  is  increased  from 
‘$6,500,000’  to  ‘$7,045,000’.” 

That  the  House  insist  upon  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  6  and  54.  •  1 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  concur  in  the  amend¬ 
ments  of  the  House  to  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ments  numbered  3,  4,  7,  10,  12,  14,  32, 
38,  40,  and  61. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Arizona. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  May  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  what  disposition  was  made 
of  the  amendment  affecting  the  matter 
of  counterpart  funds  in  relation  to 
Israeli  towns? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  was  agreed  to  as 
passed  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate 
insist  on  its  amendments  numbered  6 
and  54,  request  a  further  conference 
with  the  House  of  Representatives  on 
the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
thereon,  and  that  the  Chair  appoint  con¬ 
ferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Presiding  Officer  appointed  Mr.  Hayden, 
Mr.  Russell,  Mr.  Chavez,  Mr.  Ellender, 
Mr.  Hill,  Mr.  Holland,  Mr.  Stennis,  Mr. 
Saltonstall,  Mr.  Young,  Mr.  Knowland, 
Mr.  Thye,  Mr.  Mundt,  and  Mrs.  Smith  of 
Maine  conferees  on  thq,  part  of  the 
Senate. 


TIIE  POSTAL  RATE  INCREASE  BILL 

itar.  MORTON.  Mr.  President,  the 
otheKbody  recently  passed  a  bill  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  postal  rate  increase, 
which  is  now  before  the  Senate  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  and 
on  which  bill  hearings  are  underway. 

I  sincerely* .  hope  the  committee  will 
report  the  bill  to  the  Senate,  and  that 
action  can  be  obtained  at  this  session  of 
Congress.  The  amount  involved  is  $2 
million  a  day — $2  million  a  day  more 
which  will  come  intdvthe  Federal  Treas¬ 
ury,  if  we  pass  the  postal-rate  bill. 

We  all  know  how  dangerously  close  to 
the  debt  ceiling  the  Government’s  ex¬ 
penditures  are  running.  Probably  the 
situation  will  deteriorate  in  the  next 
few  months,  before  the  large,  tax  re¬ 
ceipts  come  in  early  next  year.  For  that 
'reason,  also,  I  hope  action  can  be  faken 
jon  the  postal-rate  bill  at  this  session  of 
[Congress.  \ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
urther  morning  business? 
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THE  TOWN  OP  MEDICINE  LAKE, 
MONT. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  Cal¬ 
endar  No.  1103,  H.  R.  7384. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  stated  by  title  for  the  information 
of  the  Senate\ 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R. 
7384)  for  the  relief  of  the  town  of  Medi¬ 
cine  Lake,  Mont. 

The  PRESIDING  ‘OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Florida?  \ 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  the 
water  supply  of  the  town  oi\Medicine 
Lake,  Mont.,  comes  from  a  well, located 
on  the  western  edge  of  the  town:*  This 
well  is  located  in  what  is  known  as  the 
Little  Muddy  Valley.  This  valley*  is 
bordered  by  foothills  on  its  western  side 
and  until  1940  any  overflow  of  watei 
from  the  Muddy  River  flowed  naturally 
over  a  3 -mile  terrain  and  no  trouble 
was  experienced  with  floods. 

In  1939  and  1940  the  Fish  and  Wild¬ 
life  Service  built  a  dike  and  canal  which 
diverted  the  Muddy  River  into  a  lake 
known  as  Medicine  Lake.  The  diversion 
canal  and  dike  extends  across  the 
Muddy  Valley  to  a  point  about  100  feet 
from  the  town  well.  The  dike  is  about 
8  to  10  feet  high  and  has  the  effect  of 
forcing  any  floodwater  into  a  narrow 
channel  some  30  to  40  feet  in  width. 
Prior  to  its  construction  it  had  the  full 
3 -mile  width  of  the  valley  in  which  to 
flow.  The  mayor  of  the  city  has  stated 
that  the  result  has  been  that  the  area 
around  the  well  has  been  flooded  and 
the  well  and  its  pumping  equipment  has 
been  inundated  so  as  to  deprive  the  city 
of  its  water  for  as  long  as  24  hours  at  a 
time.  In  the  face  of  flood  threats,  the 
city  has  on  occasion  been  required  to 
remove  its  pumping  equipment  and  warn 
its  residents  to  boil  all  water. 

The  Montana  State  Board  of  Health 
has  taken  cognizance  of  this  situation. 

The  Department  of  the  Interior  indi¬ 
cates  it  has  no  objection  to  the  enact¬ 
ment  of  the  bill.  It  observes  that  the 
reports  of  the  Department  of  Health  of 
the  State  of  Montana  indicate  that  the^ 
contamination  of  the  town’s  water  sup,* 
ply  has  become  progressively  more  seri¬ 
ous  since  the  completion  of  the  diver¬ 
sion  of  the  creek.  On  the  basis  qf  the 
material  in  the  files  and  the  facts  out¬ 
lined,  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
recommends  that  the  bill  be  considered 
favorably.  / 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unaiiimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  statement  of  purpose  and 
the  letter  from  D.  Otis  Beasley,  admin¬ 
istrative  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior,  be  printed  in  tiie  Record  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  consideration  of  the 
bill. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  of  purpose  and  letter  were  or¬ 
dered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

Purpose 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  legislation 
is  to  provide  payment  for  the  town  of  Medi¬ 
cine  L^ke,  Mont.,  in  the  sum  of  $12,000  in 


full  settlement  of  all  claims  of  the  town  for 
damages  to  their  municipal  water  supply 
resulting  from  developments  of  the  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service. 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  August  2,  1957. 
Hon.  Emanuel  Celler, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  the  Ju¬ 
diciary,  House  of  Representatives, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  CelleR:  Your  committee  has  re¬ 
quested  a  report  on  H.  R.  7384,  a  bill  for  the 
relief  of  the  town  of  Medicine  Lake,  Mont. 
This  bill  would  authorize  the  payment  of 
$12,000  to  the  town  of  Medicine  Lake,  Mont., 
in  settlement  of  its  claim  for  damages  to  its 
municipal  water-supply  system.  The  Federal 
activity  to  which  this  bill  refers,  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  the  Medicine  Lake  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  which  provides  the  basis  for 
this  claim,  occurred  in  1935. 

Because  of  the  circumstances  in  the  case, 
we  would  have  no  objection  to  the  favorable 
consideration  of  this  measure  if  your  com¬ 
mittee  finds  that  such  favorable  considera¬ 
tion  is  warranted. 

The  establishment  in  1935  of  the  Medicine 
Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge  below  the 
'yfown  of  Medicine  Lake,  Mont.,  required  the 
Aversion  of  a  local  water  supply,  Muddy 
Crteek,  from  the  new  channel  of  the  creek  to 
its  former  channel.  The  city  reservoir  is 
located  on  the  edge  of  the  old  channel  of 
the  creek,  however,  and  we  understand  that 
there  beta  some  contamination  of  the  to%n 
water  supply,  possibly  as  a  result  of  the  di¬ 
version.  Ofir  reports  on  this  matter  are  in¬ 
conclusive  that  the  establishment/of  the 
refuge  and  diversion  of  the  creek  jtfas  alone 
responsible  for  the  subsequent  c^hdition  of 
the  town  water  supply. 

In  any  event,  wo, are  informed  by  reports 
of  the  Montana  Department  of  Public 
Health  that  contamination  of  the  town  water 
supply,  while  not  entirelYafbsent  before  such 
diversion  of  the  creek,  became  progressively 
more  serious  after  compfetiten  of  such  diver¬ 
sion.  Contamination  inay  lihye  occurred,  of 
course,  from  some  qfher  source  or  in  some 
other  manner. 

The  Bureau  of  /he  Budget  hasN&d  vised  us 
that  there  would  be  no  objection  to  the 
submission  of / his  report  to  your  commit¬ 
tee. 

Sincerely  /fours, 

D.  Otis  Beasley, 

Ad/hinistrative  Assistant  Secretary % 
fof  the  Interior. 

M f.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  for  favorable  consideration  of  the 
bjfl  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there 
be  no  amendments  to  be  proposed,  the 
question  is  on  the  third  reading  and 
passage  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7384)  was  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 


POLICE  JURISDICTION  OVER  THE 

BLACKFEET  HIGHWAY,  MON¬ 
TANA 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate  pro¬ 
ceed  to  the  immediate  consideration  of 
Calendar  No.  1086,  Senate  bill  1828. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  stated  by  title  for  the  information 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  (S. 
1828)  to  retrocede  to  the  State  of  Mon¬ 
tana  concurrent  police  jurisdiction  over 
the  Blackfeet  Highway  and  its  connec¬ 
tions  with  the  Glacier  National  Park 
road  system,  and  for  other  purposes. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  havq=  printed 
in  the  Record  at  this  point  /s  a  part 
of  my  remarks  a  statement"'  from  the 
committee  report  concerning  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  bill,  together. 'with  a  letter 
dated  August  7,  1957,  frofn  Roger  Ernst, 
Assistant  Secretary  of/the  Interior,  to 
the  senior  Senator  fp6m  Montana  [Mr. 
Murray]. 

There  being  nonobjection,  the  state¬ 
ment  from  the  Report  (No.  1063)  and 
letter  were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  foUows: 

RPOSE  OF  THE  BILL 

The  Blackfeet  Highway  was  constructed 
originally  -*to  serve  visitors  to  the  Glacier 
National  Park.  The  United  States  initially 
assumed'  responsibility  for  maintaining  the 
highway  and  concurrently  with  the  State, 
has  ^exercised  police  jurisdiction  over  it. 
Due  to  shifts  in  the  volume  and  nature  of 
t/e  traffic  over  the  highway,  an  agreement 
yas  entered  into  with  the  State  of  Montana 
by  which  the  State  will  maintain  the  high¬ 
way.  Retrocession  would  bring  about  a 
change  in  the  jurisdiction  over  the  Black¬ 
feet  Highway  which  would  be  in  keeping 
with  its  changed  use  and  the  State’s  assump¬ 
tion  of  responsibility  for  its  maintenance. 

The  Department  of  Interior’s  favorable  re¬ 
port  on  S.  1828  is  set  forth  below. 

Department  of  the  Interior, 
Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  August  7,  1957. 
Hon.  James  E.  Murray, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs,  United  States  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Murray:  Your  committee 
has  requested  a  report  on  St  1828,  a  bill  to 
retrocede  to  the  State  of  Montana  concur¬ 
rent  police  jurisdiction  over  the  Blackfeet 
Highway  and  its  connections  with  the 
Glacier  National  Park  road  system,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

We  recommend  the  enactment  of  this  bill. 

The  Blackfeet  Highway,  to  which  this  bill 
refers,  extends  from  East  Glacier  Park, 
Mont.,  to  the  Canadian  boundary  at  Carway, 

,  a  distance  of  52.7  miles.  The  highway  was 
constructed  initially  by  the  State  with 
leral  funds  in  order  to  serve  visitors  to 
thevpark  as  well  as  to  provide  for  various 
administrative  needs  of  the  park.  The 
United  States  assumed  initial  responsibility 
for  maintenance  of  the  highway.  Also,  con¬ 
currently ‘with  the  State,  the  United  States 
has  exercised  police  jurisdiction  over  the 
highway  as  X  result  of  State  and  Federal 
enactments. 

Iii  recent  year\  however,  the  highway  has 
been  subject  to  taavy  use  for  commercial 
and  international  truffle.  Therefore,  it  has 
lost  much  of  its  identity  as  a  road  serving 
the  park.  The  policy  ^f  this  Department  is 
to  relieve  the  United  St&Jes  from  the  main¬ 
tenance  of  roads  outside  park  boundaries 
wherever  possible;  and  we\ntered  into  an 
agreement  with  the  State  of  Montana  on 
April  1,  1956,  by  which  the  State  has  as¬ 
sumed  responsibility  for  maintaining  the 
highway. 

In  these  circumstances,  we  consider  that  a 
retrocession  by  the  United  States  of\police 
Jurisdiction  over  the  Blackfeet  Highway 
its  connections  with  the  park  road 
would  be  a  logical  implementation  of 
State’s  newly  acquired  maintenance  resp 
eibility. 

The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  has  advised  us 
that  there  would  be  no  objection  to  the 
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HIGHLIGHTS;  House  and  Senate  completed  action  on  supplemental  appropriation  bill, 
Sen.  Symington  introduced  and\discussed  bill  to  provi'de  equitable  treatment  for 
participants  in  acreage  reserve\program.  Sen.  Magnuson  introduced  and  discussed 
bill  to  establish  calendar  year  Government's  j|fscal  year,  etc. 


L,  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1958.  Both  Houses  acted  on  remaining  items  in 
disagreement  (not  involving  USDA)  to  this  bill,  H.  R.  9131*  This  bill  mil  now 
be  sent  to  the  President#  pp.  14375-9,  14434-40 


~  PURCHASING.  The  Small  Business  Committee  submitted  a  report,  ’'Government  Procure¬ 
ment,  1957 j  Case  Studies  in  Government  Procurement’1  (S.  Rept.  1111).  p.  14341 

I.  PEAT  PACKING.  Sen.  Young  submitted  amendments  which  he  intends  tox propose  to  S# 
1356,  to  transfer  certain  USDA  functions  under  the  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act  to 
FTC#  p.  14345  *  \ 

,•  PERSONNEL/  Sen.  Pastore  spoke  in  favor  of  pay  increases  for  Federal  employees. 

pp.  14351-2  „  \  , 

agan  debate  on  S.  2377,  to  provide  standards  for  production  of  Government 

records  in  loyalty  cases,  etc.  pp.  14398-410,  14415—17,  14422-31 


IEIGN  AID.  Sen.  Johnson  spoke  in  support  of  this  program,  p.  14337 


\ 


Sen*  Smith,  N.  J.,  spoke  on  the  availability  of  foreign  currencies  for  tl 
mutual  security  program*  pp«  34347-8 

\  Passed  without  amendment  H.  R.  2938,  to  provide  for  refund  of  excise 
on  articles  shipped  by  CARE*  This  bill  will  now  be  sent  to  the  Presidei  ' 
p.  34386 


6.  ELECTRIF I CATION •  Sen*  Anderson  deplored  the  difficulty  a  rural  electric  coopera¬ 

tive  in  Mich*  is  having  in  obtaining  a  suitable  contract  from  an  industrial  firm 
for  construction  of  an  atomic  energy  plant*  pp.  14352-3 

7.  RURAL  DEVELOPMENT •  Sen*  Dirksen  inserted  and  commended  a  Time  ai^icle  describing 

the  rural  development  program,  p*  343&0 

8.  SCHOOL  LUNCHES*  Passed  as  reported  S.  1764,  to  authorise  payment  of  the  cost  of 

free  lunches  for  ne^dy  children  in  the  D.  C.  schools*  pp,/l4379-80 


9*  PROPERTY  DISFOSAL.  Sen\Morse  explained  the  philosophy  and  provisions  of  the 
so-called  "Morse  formula1',  regarding  payments  in  connection  with  disposal  of 
Government  real  property  *\  pp.  14421-2 


10*  FIBER  IMPORTS*  Agreed  to  the,,  committee  amendments/to  H#  R*  7096,  to  suspend  tne 
tariff  on  istle  or  Tampico  fiber,  which  was  t  her/temporarily  laid  aside*  p» 
34391 


I 


11.  ATOMIC  ENERGY  APPROPRIATION  Bill 


58*  Both/Houses  agreed  to  the  conference 
reports  on  this  bill,  H*  R.  9379,  "Viich  had'  been  passed  by  the  Senate  earlier 
in  the  day.  pp.  34366-8,  14454,  34 392,  14470,  14398,  14476  (This  bill  will 
now  be  sent  to  the  President.) 


12.  FARM  PROGRAM.  Sen.  Symington  commended  the  report  of  the  Conference  on  Economic 
Progress,  "Full  Prosperity  for  Agriculture,"  and  stated  that  present  USDA 
policies  differ  from  those  set  forth  in  the. report,  p*  14353 


13*  LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM.  Sen.  Johnson  announced  several  bills  which  are  to  be  taken 
up  by  motion  at  any  time,  including  H.  R.  8030,\regarding  acreage  listing,  and 
H.  R*  8508,  to  authorise  two/committees  for  certain  counties.  He  announced  +’“v 
such  motions  will  not  be  made  without  advance  notrc^e.  It  was  agreed  that  the 
calendar  will  be  read  today,  Aug.  26.  pp.  14339,  14411-12 


14*  ADJOURNED  until  Mon*,  Aug.  26*  p 


34431 

HOUSE 


15*  DAIRY  PRICES.  Rejx/  Christopher  pointed  to  the  1-day  strike  df  bulk  milk  truck- 
drivers  of  the  N4  Y*  area, which  resulted  in  higher  wages,  and\urged  the  dairy 

-P _ _ x  .  ^  X  - _ ’ _ _ 1  _ _ _ -Li  ^  _ _ ' _ S' _ _ J  1  ^ 


farmers  to  join  to  gain  a  "fair  and  reasonable  price"  for  milk'products . 
p.  14432 


16.  DISASTER  RELIEF .  Received  from  the  Army  Engineers  a  report  on  a  hurricane  surve; 
of  Narragansett  Bay  area,  R.  I.  and  Mass.  (Hj*Doc*  230).  p.  14475 


3^TR0L. 


17.  FLOOD  CONTROL.  Received  an  Army  Engineers  report  on  a  flood  control  survey  of 

the  Kaskaskia  River,  Ill*  (H.  Doc.  232),  p.  14476 

_ /  /  conference  report  on  the 

18.  LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM.  Rep.  Albert  said  the/ mutual  security  appropriation  bd 

will  be  taken  up  this  week.  p.  14471 


19*' ADJOURNED  until  Mon.,  Aug.  26.  p*  34475 
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Ir.  PURTELL.  Mr.  President,  the  bill 
would  provide  captioned  films  for  use  by 
State,  schools  for  the  deaf,  and  other 
agencies  which  the  Secretary  of  Health, 
Educatftjn,  and  Welfare  may  deeifi  ap¬ 
propriate 

Educate^  and  others  have  asked  for 
this  type  ordegislation,  to  provide  films 
which  will  be'captioned.  It  is  surprising 
how  greatly  schools  for  the  deaf  rely  on 
films  for  educational  and  cultural  pur¬ 
poses.  Those  who  are  deaf  or  hard  of 
hearing  are  depriVd  of  many  advan¬ 
tages  available  to  hearing  persons.  The 
program  would  compensate  in  consider¬ 
able  measure  for  this  'Ig.ck.  There  are 
available  today  many  educational  films 
which  are  made  accessible\o  schools  and 
other  organizations.  Sincd.  these  films 
are  accompanied  by  a  sound  track,  they 
are  of  little,  if  any,  use  in  schools  for  the 
deaf  and  other  such  organizations.  By 
captioning  the  films,  they  can  became  of 
inestimable  value  to  the  deaf,  and  espe¬ 
cially  to  the  deaf  child  by  increasing, his 
educational  opportunities.  Such  films 
would  aid  also  the  hard  of  hearir 
throughout  the  country. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  the  bill  was 
unanimously  reported  by  the  Committee 
on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

Mr.  PURTELL.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  engrossment  and  third 
reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  objectives  off 
this  act  are- 

(U  to  bring  to  deaf  persons  understanding 
and  appreciation  of  those  films  which  p/ay 
such  an  important  part  in  the  general  and 
cultural  advancement  of  hearing  persons; 

(2)  to  provide,  through  these  filirys,  en¬ 
riched  educational  and  cultural  exp^/iences 
through  which  deaf  persons  can  be  .brought 
into  better  touch  with  the  realitiey  of  their 
environment:  and 

(3)  to  provide  a  wholesome  andf'rewarding 
experience  which  deaf  persons/  may  share 
together. 

Sec.  2.  As  used  in  this  act — 

(1)  The  term  “Secretary”  means  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Health,  Education, 'and  Welfare. 

(2)  The  term  “United  States”  means  the 
several  States,  Territories,  insular  posses¬ 
sions,  and  the  District  of  Q6lumbia. 

(3)  The  term  “deaf  person”  includes  a 
person  whose  hearing  ia'severely  impaired. 

Sec.  3.  (a)  In  order/ to  carry  out  the  ob¬ 
jectives  of  this  act,  the  Secretary  shall  estab¬ 
lish  a  loan  service  'of  captioned  Aims  for 
the  purpose  of  making  such  films  available 
for  nonprofit  purposes  to  groups  of  deaf 
persons  in  the  U/fited  States  in  accordance 
with  regulations/ promulgated  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary. 

(b)  In  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this 
act,  the  Secretary  shall  have  authority  to¬ 
ll)  Acquire  films  (or  rights  thereto)  by 
purchase,  le/se,  or  gift. 

(2)  Provide  for  the  captioning  of  films. 

(3)  Provide  for  distribution  of  captioned 
films  though  State  schools  for  the  deaf  and 
such  ojmer  agencies  as  the  Secretary  may 
deem  Appropriate  to  serve  as  local  or  re¬ 
gions/ centers  for  such  distribution. 

(4 J  Make  use,  consistent  with  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  act,  of  films  made  available 
to/the  Library  of  Congress  under  the  copy¬ 
right  laws. 

(5)  Utilize  the  facilities  and  services  of 
/other  governmental  agencies. 


(6)  Accept  gifts,  contributions,  and  volun¬ 
tary  and  uncompensated  services  of  indi¬ 
viduals  and  organizations. 

Sec.  4.  (a)  There  is  hereby  established  in 
the  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  an  Advisory  Council  on  Captioned 
Films  consisting  of  12  members  to  be  ap¬ 
pointed  by  the  Secretary.  At  least  3  of  the 
members  shall  be  deaf  persons  aiid  3  of  the 
members  shall  be  representatives/of  the  gen¬ 
eral  public.  The  membership/ of  the  Ad¬ 
visory  Council  shall  also  include  persons 
selected  from  the  leading  organizations  of 
the  deaf  or  working  with  the/ deaf,  including 
professional  workers  with/  the  deaf.  The 
Secretary  or  a  member  designated  by  him 
shall  act  as  Chairman  of  /he  Council. 

(b)  It  shall  be  the  dpty  of  the  Advisory 
Council  to  advise  the  Secretary  on  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  broad  criteria  for  selection  of 
films  to  be  captioned/ and  to  recommend  to 
the  Secretary  films  ifrhich  it  believes  would 
make  the  greatest  contribution  to  the  gen¬ 
eral,  cultural,  or  /ecreational  advancement 
of  deaf  persons. 

(c)  Members  of  the  Advisory  Council  shall 
be  paid  compensation  at  the  rate  of  $25  per 
diem  while  engaged  in  the  work  of  the  Coun¬ 
cil,  and  shall  be  reimbursed  for  traveling  and 
other  necess/ry  expenses  incurred  while  so 
engaged. 

Sec.  5.  Tftiere  are  hereby  authorized  to  be 
>propria/ed  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary 
t\  carry  put,  the  provisions  of  this  act. 


53 SAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

message  from  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Bartlett,  one  of  its 
reading  felerks,  announced  that  the 
touse  had  insisted  upon  its  amendment 
;o  the  bill  (Si,  1568)  to  direct  the  Secre-  ? 
tary  of  the  Interior  to  convey  certain 
public  lands  iri\the  State  of  Nevada  to  ! 
the  Colorado  Kilter  Commission  of  Ne-  ? 
vada  acting  for  c^ie  State  of  Nevada,  : 
disagreed  to  by  th\  Senate ;  agreed  to 
the  conference  askecf.,by  the  Senate  on 
the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
thereon,  and  that  Mr. 'Single,  Mr.  As- 
pinall,  Mrs.  Pfost,  Mr.  Herry,  and  Mr. 
Hosmers  were  appointed  \panagers  on 
the  part  of  the  House  at  the^onference. 

The  message  informed  the  Senate  that 
in  the  consideration  upon  the  tkll  (H.  R.  ; 
9131)  making  supplement  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  Jdpe  30,  ; 
1958,  and  for  other  purposes,  that^the 
House  had  receded  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
numbered  6  and  54  to  the  bill,  and  con> 
curred  therein,  each  with  an  amend 
ment,  in  which  it  requested  the  concur¬ 
rence  of  the  Senate. 


i 


SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS, 
1958— CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  (Mr. 
Morton  in  the  chair).  The  clerk  will 
call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
order  for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  it  so  ordered. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  sub¬ 
mit  a  report  of  the  committee  of  confer¬ 
ence  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 


Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
numbered  6  and  54  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9131)  making  supplemental  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1958,  and  for  other  purposes.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  present  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  re¬ 
port  will  be  read  for  the  information  of 
the  Senate. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  report. 

(For  conference  report,  see  House  pro¬ 
ceedings  of  August  22,  1957,  p.  14276, 
Congressional  Record). 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  report. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  a  message  from  the 
House  of  Representatives  announcing 
its  action  on  certain  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  House  bill  9131,  which  was  read 
as  follows: 

In  the  House  of 
Representatives,  U.  S., 

August  23,1957. 

Resolved,  That  in  the  consideration  upon 
the  bill  (H.  R.  9131)  entitled  “An  act  mak¬ 
ing  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fis¬ 
cal  year  ending  June  30,  1958,  and  for  other 
purposes,”  the  House  has  taken  the  follow¬ 
ing  action; 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  6,  and  concur  therein  with  an  amend¬ 
ment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
stricken  by  said  amendment,  insert: 

“CIVII.  AERONAUTICS  ADMINISTRATION 

"Construction  and  development,  additional 
Washington  airport 

“For  necessary  expenses  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  and  development  of  a  public  airport  in 
the  vicinity  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as 
authorized  by  the  Act  of  September  7,  1950 
(64  Stat.  770),  including  acquisition  of  land, 
$12,500,000,  to  remain  available  until  ex¬ 
pended:  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  a 
total  of  $250,000  may  be  advanced  from  this 
appropriation  to  the  applicable  appropria¬ 
tions  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Administra¬ 
tion  for  necessary  administrative  expenses: 
Provided  further.  That  such  sums  as  may 
be  necessary  but  not  to  exceed  $100,000  shall 
be  transferred  from  this  appropriation  to  the 
President  for  expenses  necessary  for  the  in¬ 
vestigation  of  alternate  sites  for  said  airport: 
Provided  further.  That  no  funds  shall  be 
expended  for  construction  and  development  * 
of  said  airport  until  the  President  shall 
make  a  report  to  the  Congress  with  a  recom¬ 
mendation  as  to  the  site,  said  report  to  be 
submitted  not  later  than  January  15,  1958.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  54,  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
named  in  said  amendment,  insert  $425,000.” 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  concur  in  the  amend¬ 
ments  of  the  House  to  amendments 
Nos.  6  and  54. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Arizona. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  make  a  comment  on  the 
conference  report,  if  I  may.  My  com- 
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ment  relates  wholly  to  amendment  num¬ 
bered  6,  which  deals  with  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  an  additional  airport  in 
the  vicinity  of  Washington,  D.  C. 

This  amendment  appropriates  the 
amount  of  $12,500,000,  as  originally  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  other  body,  and  as  origi¬ 
nally  disagreed  to  by  the  Senate. 

Additional  language  which  has  been 
added  provides  for  the  transfer  of  $100,- 
000  to  the  President  for  “expenses  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  investigation  of  alternate 
sites  for  said  airport.” 

The  investigation  contemplated  would 
be  made  under  the  direction  of  Lt.  Gen. 
E.  R.  Quesada,  United  States  Air  Force, 
retired,  the  President’s  special  assistant 
for  aviation  facilities  planning.  Lan¬ 
guage  also  included  prohibits  the  ex¬ 
penditure  of  funds  for  construction  and 
development  of  the  said  airport  until 
the  President  shall  make  a  report  to  the 
Congress,  with  a  recommendation  as  to 
the  site,  the  report  to  be  submitted  not 
later  than  January  15,  1958. 

The  amendment  in  effect  incorporates 
in  the  bill  the  substance  of  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Appropriations  report,  ex¬ 


cept  that  the  study  requested  will  be 
made  by  the  President’s  special  assist¬ 
ant  for  aviation  facilities  planning, 
rather  than  by  the  Airways  Modern¬ 
ization  Board,  of  which  he  is  Chairman. 

The  investigation  of  the  alternate  sites 
is  to  be  a  thorough  and  complete  study 
of  the  sites  referred  to  in  the  course  of 
the  hearings  on  this  matter.  It  would 
and  should  include  Burke,  Chantilly,  Bel¬ 
mont  Bay,  Friendship,  and  Andrews  Air 
Force  Base.  It  is  not  intended  to  be  by 
any  means  perfunctory,  once-over  again 
lightly,  or  a  mere  delaying  tactic. 

In  the  course  of  the  investigation,  full 
consideration  is  to  be  given  to  the  part  of 
section  2  of  Public  Law  762  of  the  81st 
Congress,  approved  September  7,  1950, 
which  states: 

Provided,  further.  That  the  choice  of  the 
site  *  *  *  shall  be  made  only  after  consulta¬ 
tion  with  the  local  governing  body  of  the 
county  in  which  the  airport  is  to  be  lo¬ 
cated,  with  respect  to  the  suitability  of  the 
site  to  be  selected,  and  its  possible  impact  on 
the  vicinity. 

Full  compliance  with  this  should  in¬ 
clude,  in  addition  to  consultation  with 


August  23 

the  local  governing  bodies,  official  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  views  of  nearby  residents  im¬ 
mediately  affected  by  any  proposed 
location. 

In  conclusion,  there  is  to  be  empha¬ 
sized  and  repeated  again  the  expression 
of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Appropri¬ 
ations,  as  contained  on  page  5  of  Senate 
Report  No.  980: 

The  committee  urges  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  and  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Administra¬ 
tion  in  considering  how  best  to  route  air 
traffic  safely  and  expeditiously  in  the  metro¬ 
politan  area  of  Washington  to  make  the  full¬ 
est  possible  use  of  the  Friendship  Airport, 
temporarily,  and,  if  advisable  after  experi¬ 
ence,  permanently. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  tabulation  giving  the  budg¬ 
et  estimate,  the  House  allowance,  the 
Senate  allowance,  and  the  conference  al¬ 
lowance  for  each  appropriation  in  the 
supplemental  appropriation  bill. 

There  being  no  objection,  the.  tabula¬ 
tion  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 


The  supplemental  appropriation  bill  for  1958  ( H .  R.  9131 ) 


Docu¬ 

ment 

No. 

Department  or  agency 

Budget 

estimate 

House 

allowance 

Senate 

allowance 

Conference 

allowanoe 

'  CH.  I 

Department  of  Agriculture 

*  AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  SERVICE 

(i) 

$5,  000,  000 

$4, 000,  000 

(2) 

25, 000,  000 

20, 000, 000 

AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 

3, 500,  000 

1, 300,  000 

33,  500,  000 

25,  300,  000 

CH.  II 

Department  of  Commerce 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  ADMINISTRATION 

214 

$35, 000, 000 

$12,  500, 000 

12, 500, 000 

COAST  AND  GEODETIC  SURVEY 

S.  57 

3, 456, 000 

3, 456, 000 

2, 400,  000 

BUREAU  OF  PUBLIC  ROADS 

Public  lands  highways  Qiquidation  of  contract  authorization) _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

1, 533,  000 

1, 533,  000 

WEATHER  BUREAU 
* 

Salaries  and  expenses _ _ 

372, 100 

100,  000 

Total,  Department  of  Commerce _ 

38, 456, 000 

12,  500,  000 

5,  361, 100 

16, 533, 000 

The  Panama  Canal 

«r. 

198 

PANAMA  CANAL  COMPANY 

Panama  Canal  Bridge . . . . . 

1,000,000 

1, 000,  000 

750, 000 

Independent  Offices 

Advisory  Committee  on  Weather  Control . . . . . 

175, 000 

2, 570, 000 
100,  000, 000 

100,000 

2, 235, 000 
100,  000,  000 

S.  57 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

Salaries  and  expenses 3 . 

2, 570, 000 
100, 000, 000 

S.  57 

Revolving  fund _ _ 

Total,  Small  Business  Administration _ _ 

102,  570, 000 

102,  570, 0J)0 

102,235,000 

Total,  ch.  II . 

142, 026, 000 

12,  500, 000 

109, 106, 100 

119,  618,000 

Footnotes  at  end  of  table. 


3CU- 

ent 

Jo. 

203 

198 

203 

10 

203 

16 

203 

16 

16 

16 

198 

213 

213 

213 

198 

213 

213 

67 
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Department  or  agency 

Budget 

estimate 

House 

allowance 

Senate 

allowance 

Conference 

allowance 

CH.  Ill 

Department  of  Defense— Military  Functions 

INTERSERVICE  ACTIVITIES 

Loran  stations _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

$5,  500, 000 
34, 200, 000 

$5,  500, 000 

4  (34, 200, 000) 

$5, 500, 000 

4  (34,  200,  000) 

$5,  500, 000 

4  (34,  200,  000) 

United  States  scientific  satellite _ . _ ... _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Total,  interservice  activities _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

39, 700, 000 

5, 500, 000 

6,  500, 000 

5,  500,  000 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 

Military  construction,  Array.. . . . . . . . 

325,  000, 000 
55,  000, 000 

305,  000, 000 
46,  000,  000 

315,000,  000 
55,  000,  000 

310, 000, 000 
55,  000,  000 

Military  construction  Army  Reserve  Forces _ _ _ _ 

Total,  Department  of  the  Army _ 

380, 000, 000 

351, 000,  000 

370, 000, 000 

365,  000, 000 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  NAVY 

M ilitary  construction,  N avy .  . . . . 

335, 000,  000 
-10, 000, 000 

265,  000, 000 

300, 000, 000 

265, 000, 000 

Military  construction,  Naval  Reserve  Forces _ ... _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Total,  Department  of  the  Navy _ _ _ _ _ _ 

345,  000,  000 

265,  000, 000 

300,  000,  000 

265, 000,  000 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  AIR  FORCE 

M  ilitary  construction,  Air  Force _ _ _ _ _ _ 

1, 000, 000, 000 

900,  000,  000 

950, 000,  000 

900,  000,  000 

General  provisions  3 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Total,  eh.  Ill . . . . . . 

1,  764,  700,  000 

1,  521,  500.  000 

1,  625.  500,  000 

1,  535,  500,  000 

CH.  IV 

Department  of  Defense 

Department  of  the  Army — Civil  Functions 

FOREION  OPERATIONS 

Administration,  Rvukyu  Islands _ _ _ _ 

3, 875, 000 
9, 200, 000 

(1, 980, 000) 

2,410,000 

2,  475, 000 

1,  513,  000 

(1,  900,  000) 

2,  475, 000 

1,  513,  000 

(1, 900,  000) 

Export-Import  Bank 

(1, 900,  000) 

Total,  ch.  IV—....— .............. _ .... _ _ _ _ _ 

13,  075,  000 

2,  410,  000 

3,  988,  000 

3, 988, 000 

CH.  V 

Independent  Offices 

FUNDS  APPROPRIATED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 

15, 000, 000 

35,000 

15, 000, 000 

30,000 

15, 000, 000 

30,000 
290, 000 

450, 000 
150, 000 

15,000,000 

30,000 
600, 000 

450, 000 
75, 000 

GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

HOUSING  AND  HOME  FINANCE  AGENCY 

500, 000 

450,000 

VETERANS’  ADMINISTRATION 

1, 300, 000 

16, 835,  Otto 

15,  480, 000 

15,  920, 000 

16, 055, 000 

CH.  VI 

Department  of  the  Interior 

BUREAU  OF  INDIAN  AFFAIRS 

118, 000 

75, 000 
(Language) 

(Language) 

60,000 

(Language) 

(169, 000) 

60,000 

(Language) 

(169, 000) 

60,000 

(Language) 

Department  of  Agriculture 

FOREST  SERVICE 

Independent  Offices 

Commission  for  a  National  Cultural  Center - - - 

'  \ 

Total,  ch.  VI . 

193, 000 

60, 000 

60,000 

60,000 

CH  VII 

Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 

PURLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE 

500, 000 

800, 000 
34,000 

(Language) 

800, 000 
34,000 

General  Provision 

Total,  ch.  VII . 

500, 000 

,834,000 

834,000 

otes  at  end  of  table. 
No.  154 - 6 
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198 


213 

198 


198 

198 


198 

213 


198 


198 

213 

213 

213 

213 


213 


198,  213 
S.  57 
198, 213 


213 


S.  61 


S.  60 
213 


198 
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Department  or  agency 


CH.  VIII 

Department  op  Defense — Civil  Functions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 

Eivers  and  harbors  and  flood-control  construction,  general . 

Public  Works 


Tennessee  Valley  Authority _ _ — . . 

Total,  ch.  VIII - - - - - . - . . 

CH.  IX 

Department  of  State 

INTERNATIONAL  ORGANIZATIONS  AND  CONFERENCES 

Uth  World  Health  Assembly  of  the.  World  Health  Organization - — 

Contributions  to  International  Organizations  (NATO  Conference) . 


INTERNATIONAL  COMMISSIONS 


International  Fisheries  Commissions..,,.--- . . . . 

Educational,  Scientific  and  Cultural  Activities  (Israeli  pounds). 


Total,  Department  of  State _ 

The  Judiciary 

COURTS  OF  APPEALS,  DISTRICT  COURTS,  AND  OTHER  JUDICIAL  SERVICES 


Salaries  of  referees... 
Expenses  of  referees. 


Total,  the  Judiciary. 


Funds  Appropriated  to  the  President 


President’s  special  international  program  (Moscow  exhibition) . 
President’s  special  international  program  (Brussels  Fair) _ 


Total,  ch.  IX . . . . . 

CH.  X 

Treasury  Department 

COAST  GUARD 

Acquisition,  construction,  and  improvements 9 . 

CH.  XI 

District  of  Columria 
operating  expenses 


Compensation  and  retirement  fund  expenses,  fiscal  year  1957. 

Office  of  Corporation  Counsel _ 

Courts _ _ _ _ 

Department  of  Public  Health _ 

Department  of  Licenses  and  Inspections _ 

National  Zoological  Park _ _ _ _ _ 


Public  buildings  construction. 


capital  outlay 


Settlement  of  claims  and  suits. 

Judgments _ 

Audited  claims . . 


MISCELLANEOUS 


Total,  ch.  XI . . . . 

CH.  XII 

Legislative  Branch 

Ho'uSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Gratuity  payment  to  beneficiary  of  deceased  Member . . 

CAPITOL  POLICE 


General  expenses _ 

Office  of  tiie  Architect  of  the  Capitol 

Capitol  and  Grounds: 

Furniture  and  furnishings,  additional  Senate  Office  Building . 

Remodeling  Senate  Office  Building _ _ _ _ _ 


Total,  ch.  XII.. 


CH.  XIII 


Claims  and  judgments. 


General  provisions. 
Grand  total.. 


CH.  XIV 


4l,\’  accompanying  H.  R.  7441,  the  annual  appropriation  bill,  19.58, 
r  quested  the  Department  to  submit  a  report  on  plans  and  fund  requirements  for 
ei  adication  of  the  fire, ant  and  the  screw  worm. 

requested  $25,000,000  to  make  payments  to  farmers  for  emergency  land 
tieatment  measures  resulting  from  wind  erosion,  floods,  hurricanes,  and  other 

annroved'i^P.Slle0!1^  aSSSbMt?r0Ufh  Junp  30>  1958’  niKl  of  which  W, 000, 000  was 
approved  in  Public  Law  85-58,  3d  Supplemental  Act,  1957. 


Budget 

estimate 


$14, 782, 000 


14, 782, 000 


375,000 


80,000 
3, 525, 000 


3,  980,  000 


(11,  500) 
(172, 000) 


(183,500) 


2,  200,  000 

2,  889, 000 


9, 069,  000 


8, 100,  000 


(1, 033, 000) 
(55,  000) 
(98,  000) 


(10, 000) 

(49, 000) 


(2,  731,  000) 


(14.  778) 
(44, 128) 
(112,289) 


(4, 147, 195) 


2,000 


1,350,000 
600, 000 


1, 852, 000 


2, 635, 827 


(Language) 


1, 973, 767, 827 


House 

allowance 


$13, 317,000 


13, 317,  000 


290,000 


80,000 
3,  525,  000 


3,  895, 000 


(75, 000) 


(75,  000) 


2,200,000 


6,  095,  000 


8, 100,  000 


(980, 000) 
(40, 000) 
(73,  000) 


(49,  000) 
(2,  421,  000) 


(14,  778) 
(15, 038) 
(112,289) 


(3,  705, 105) 


22,  500 

2,000 


24,  500 


2, 104, 087 


(Language) 


1,  581, 690, 587 


Senate 

allowance 


$475, 000 
13,317,000 


13, 792, 000 


375, 000 


80,000 
3,  525, 000 


3. 980, 000 


(10, 000) 

(150,000) 


(160, 000) 


5, 089,  000 


9, 069, 000 


8, 100, 000 


(980, 000) 
(40,000) 
(73,  000) 
(Language) 


(49, 000) 

* 

(2,  421, 000) 


(14. 778) 
(44, 128) 
(112,  289) 


(3,  734, 195) 


22, 500 

2,000 


1, 000, 000 

250, 000 


1,  274,  500 


2, 857, 947 


(Language) 


1, 824, 001, 547 


Conference 

allowance 


$425, 000 
13, 317,000 


13, 742, 000 


332,  500 


80,000 
3,  525, 000 


3,  937,  500 


(10,  000) 

(75,  000) 


(85, 000) 


2,  745, 000 


6,  682,  500 


8, 100, 000 


(9S0, 000) 
(40, 000) 
(73, 000) 
(Language) 


(49, 000) 


(2, 421, 000) 


(14, 778) 
(44,  128) 
(112,289) 


(3, 734, 195) 


22,500 

2,000 


1, 000, 000 

250,000 


1,274,500 


2,857,947 


(Language) 


1,734,011,947 


3  And  transfers  from  the  revolving  fund  and  transfers  from  the  liquidation  fund, 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  disaster  loans. 

4  To  be  derived  by  transfer  from  fiscal  year  1958  annual  appropriations  available 
to  the  Department  of  Defense. 

9  Language  for  additional  contribution  of  $5,696  to  NATO  parliamentary  con¬ 
ference  from  previously  appropriated  funds.  Item  out  in  House  on  point  of  order  by 
Mr.  Gross,  as  unauthorized. 

9  Replacement  of  overage  aircraft. 
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Mr.  NEUBERGER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  NEUBERGER.  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
committee  a  brief  question:  Does  the 
conference  report  as  it  now  stands  in¬ 
clude  the  item  of  $425,000  for  dredging 
the  upstream  navigation  channel  of  the 
Columbia  River  between  the  States  of 
Oregon  and  Washington? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  It  does. 

Mr.  NEUBERGER.  I  thank  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Arizona  for  the  information 
and  for  his  cooperation. 


ASSISTANCE  IN  CONSTRUCTION 
SCHOOLS 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi-' 
dent,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
order  for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed 
to  the  consideration  of  Calendar  1076, 
House  bill  8679;  and  I  call  the  attention 
of  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Hill] 
and  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  [Mr.  Allott]  to  this  matter. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  stated  by  title,  for  the  informa¬ 
tion  of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R. 
8679)  to  provide  a  1-year  extension  of 
the  programs  of  financial  assistance  in 
the  construction  of  schools  in  areas  af¬ 
fected  by  Federal  activities  under  the 
provisions  of  Public  Law  815,  81st  Con¬ 
gress. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  the  bill 
provides  a  1-year  extension  of  Public, 
Law  815,  81st  Congress. 

It  will  be  recalled  that  Public  Law  81 
81st  Congress,  authorizes  appropriations 
for  the  construction  of  schools  in  Areas 
affected  by  Federal  activities. 

The  bill  is  unanimously  reported  by 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare. 

A  1-year  extension  is  necessary  at  this 
time  because  of  the  delay  in  the  com¬ 
pletion  of  the  CapehajA  housing  pro¬ 
gram.  This  law,  without  the  extension 
authorized  in  the  pcpfaing  bill,  will  ex¬ 
pire  on  June  30,  1903,  with  a  carryover 
appropriation  authorization  extending  to 
June  30,  1959.  Under  the  existing  life  of 
the  program,  fjmds  may  be  provided  to 
local  school  districts  only  for  children 
living  on  Federal  property  on  June  30, 
1958.  Because  of  the  delay  in  the  Cape- 
hart  housing  program,  plus  the  addi¬ 
tional  housing  units  authorized,  by  the 
85th  Gongress,  the  June  30,  1958,  expira¬ 
tion  Cate  will  result  in  severe  hardship. 

So,  in  order  to  avoid  such  severe  hard¬ 
ship,  the  committee  has  reported  the 
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bill  which  has  been  passed  by  the  House 
of  Representatives;  and  the  bill  provides 
for  a  1-year  extension. 

The  committee  was  informed  that 
45,302  Capehart  housing  units,  located 
on  136  military  installations  in  40  States 
and  3  Territories,  will  be  completed  be¬ 
tween  June  30,  1958,  the  current  ending 
date  for  Public  Law  815,  and  June  30, 
1959.  These  45,302  housing  units  will 
have  approximately  34,000  schoolchil¬ 
dren  living  in  them  by  June  30,  1959,  and 
none  of  these  children  may  be  counted 
for  entitlement  under  Public  Law  815  as 
currently  in  effect.  In  other  words,  in 
order  to  afford  these  34,000  children  the 
‘benefit  of  the  schools,  Congress  must 
extend  for  1  year  the  provisions  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Law  815. 

In  this  connection  I  may  say  that  in 
the  State  of  Colorado  there  is  a  perfect 
lustration  of  the  necessity  for  enact- 
nt  of  the  bill.  At  this  time  I  shall  be 
veiV  happy  to  yield  to  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Allott], 
who  also  is  a  member  of  the  Senate  Com¬ 
mittee  pn  Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  in 
order  that  he  may  cite — as  stated  in  t 
report — the  situation  confronting  tile 
children  iiAColorado  Springs,  Colo., 

Mr.  ALLOTT.  Mr.  President,  f  apy 
preciate  very  much  the  courtesy/of  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  in  yieldin'!  to  me. 

The  situation  at  the  Air  ForcpTAcademy 
is,  of  course,  only/ine  of  approximately 
<150  similar  situations  which  exist  in 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  HILL.  In  othelyfrords,  it  is  but 
an  illustration,  as  the  S^hAtor  from  Colo¬ 
rado  has  said,  of  approximately  150  sit¬ 
uations  which  exist/m  40  different  States 
of  the  Nation;  is  th&t  correct 

Mr.  ALLOTT.  /Yes. 

On  June  30/  1958,  there  wlil  be  70 
children  residing  in  the  schoolVlistrict 
at  the  acadjtfny.  But  by  next  yeai\there 
will  be  more  than  600  children  there\and 
this  situation  is  repeated — accordingyto 
the  bes/' information  we  have  obtainedv- 
at  approximately  150  other  military  in/ 
stallions  in  the  United  States. 

o  the  matter  is  of  vital  and  necessary 
ncern  to  our  military  forces. 

Mr.  HILL.  Of  course,  as  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  knows  so  well,  it  is  im¬ 
possible  to  make  plans  and  work  out  the 
details  for  the  schools  and  for  their  con¬ 
struction  within  less  than  approxima- 
ly  12  or  15  months. 

Mr.  ALLOTT.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HILL.  And  that  makes  it  all  the 
more  urgent  that  the  bill  be  passed  at 
this  time,  because  the  plans  must  be 
made  and  the  details  must  be  worked 
details  for  the  schools  and  for  their 
construction  within  less  than  approxi¬ 
mately  12  or  15  months. 

Mr.  ALLOTT.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  President,  I  would  be  remiss  if  I 
did  not  express  to  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  my  thanks  and  the  thanks  of 
the  people  who  are  affected  by  this  mat¬ 
ter,  because  of  the  hard  work  and  the 
careful  attention  the  Senator  from  Ala¬ 
bama  has  devoted  to  this  matter. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator  from  Colorado 
is  most  kind  and  generous.  I  may  say  no 
one  could  have  been  more  diligent  than 
was  the  Senator  from  Colorado  in  press¬ 
ing  the  bill  so  as  tc  make  sure  that  the 


children  are  adequately  taken  care  oLhn 
the  matter  of  schools.  He  has  certjrfnly 
worked  hard  on  this  matter. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  /he  bill 
is  open  to  amendment. 

If  there  be  no  amendment  tcybe  offered, 
the  question  is  on  the  third^  reading  of 
the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  t/  a  third  read¬ 
ing,  read  the  third  tim/,  and  passed. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Tfexas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  noil. 

The  legislativ^rclerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  ask  ^unanimous  consent  that  the 
order  for  vthe  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


AMENDMENT  OF  DISTRICT  OF  CO¬ 
LUMBIA  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  FOOD 
SERVICES  ACT 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to 
the  consideraiton  of  Calendar  No.  1105, 
S.  1764. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  bill  by  title  for  the 
information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  (S. 
1764)  to  amend  the  District  of  Columbia 
Public  School  Food  Services  Act. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Texas. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill, 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  District  of  Columbia  with 
an  amendment  on  page  2,  line  6,  after  the 
word  “Act.”,  to  insert: 

Appropriations  authorized  by  this  section 
shall  be  available  for  reimbursement  of  the 
food  service  fund  in  the  amount  of  any  agen¬ 
cy  contributions  paid  out  of  such  fund  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  section  4  (a)  of 
vthe  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act. 

•So  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

he  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  6  of  the 
DistWct  of  Columbia  Public  School  Pood 
Services  Act  (65  Stat.  369;  sec.  31-1405,  D.  C. 
Code,  1951  edition)  is  amended  by  adding 
before  the  period  the  following:  “and  for  re¬ 
imbursement  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
Public  School  Food  Service  Fund  for  lunches 
served  in  accordance  with  section  9  of  the 
National  School  Lunch  Act  (60  Stat.  233;  title 
42,  sec.  1758,  U.\S.  C.,  1952  edition),  to  chil¬ 
dren  without  cost  to  such  children  or  at  re¬ 
duced  cost.  The\rate  of  such  reimburse¬ 
ment  for  such  lundhes  served  by  the  public 
schools  in  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  be 
the  student  price  of  ‘ty^e-A  lunch’  in  effect  at 
the  time  such  lunches ’’are  served.  As  used 
in  this  section  the  term  ‘type-A  lunch’  means 
a  type-A  lunch  as  defined  hi  regulations  pro¬ 
mulgated  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
pursuant  to  authority  in  the  National  School 
Lunch  Act.  Appropriations  authorized  by 
this  section  shall  be  available  fdr  reimburse¬ 
ment  of  the  food  service  fund  in /he  amount 
of  any  agency  contributions  paid  out  of  such 
fund  pursuant  to  the  provisions  o*f  section 
4  (a)  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement\Act.” 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  thev  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  bill  is  to  amend  the  District 
of  Columbia  Public  School  Food  Services 
Act  so  as  to  authorize  payment  froi* 
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ap{Jw>priated  funds  of  the  cost  of  free 
lunches  provided  for  children  in  the 
District  schools  whose  cases  come  within 
any  of  the  following  circumstances: 

First.  Children  of  families  receiving 
public  assistance. 

Second.  Children  of  large  families  of 
low  or  reducedtincomes. 

Third.  Children  suffering  from  mal¬ 
nutrition  who  may  be  referred  by  the 
school  nurse  or  theNjchool  doctor. 

The  District  of  Colombia  Public  School 
Food  Services  Act  established  a  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Food  Services-under  the  direc¬ 
tion  and  control  of  the  Board  of  Educa¬ 
tion,  and  authorized  such.  Department 
to  conduct  a  centralized  system  of  pub¬ 
lic-school  cafeterias,  lunchrooms,  and 
related  services.  In  order  to  enable  the 
Department  of  Food  Services  to  function, 
the  act  established  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  public  school  food  sei*vices 
fund.  All  revenues  and  receipts  derived 
from  the  operation  of  food  services  in  the 
schools  are  paid  into  this  fund,  and  it  is 
used  as  a  permanent  revolving  fund  for 
the  purchase  of  foods,  supplies,  and  all 
services  and  expenditures  necessary,  in¬ 
cluding  personal  services.  The  only  ap¬ 
propriations  presently  authorized  are 
those  for  the  acquisition,  maintenance, 
and  replacement  of  equipment  used  or 
acquired  for  use  in  the  conduct  of  the 
Department  of  Food  Services. 

That  act  also  authorizes  schools  oper¬ 
ating  thereunder  to  participate  in  the 
functions  authorized  under  the  National 
School  Lunch  Act,  which  provides  that 
lunches  shall  be  made  available  to  needy 
children  without  cost  or  at  a  reduced  cost. 

The  cost  of  free  lunches  in  the  District 
public  schools  is  currently  being  absorbed 
by  the  food  services  fund,  which  means 
that  the  pupils  who  can  afford  to  pay  for 
their  lunches  are  contributing  to  the  cost 
of  the  lunches  served  without  charge  to 
needy  pupils.  In  other  words,  the  school- 
children  who  have  to  buy  their  lunches 
must  pay  an  additional  charge,  in  order 
to  take  care  of  the  cost  of  the  lunches 
given  free  to  needy  children.  I  think  we 
all  agree  that  is  not  very  fair. 

During  the  1955-56  school  year,  45,964 
free  lunches  were  served,  the  cost  of 
which,  approximately  $15,500,  had  to  be 
absorbed  by  the  fund. 

The  committee  amended  the  bill  at  the 
request  of  the  school  authorities  to  prey 
vent  the  fund  from  being  charged  with 
an  estimated  $30,000  per  annum  cost' of 
agency  contributions  now  required  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Civil  Service  Retire¬ 
ment  Act.  The  committee  agreed  with 
the  school  authorities  that  this  amount 
ought  not  be  added  to  the  amounts  paid 
by  children  for  their  school-  lunches,  an 
action  which  would  otherwise  be  neces- 
saiy ,  unless,  as  is  the  case  in  the  current 
fiscal  year,  appropriation  language 
should  provide  relief. 

The  District  Commissioners  and  the 
Board  of  Education  favor  enactment  of 
this  proposed  legislation. 

The  cost  of  the  bill,  if  enacted,  would 
be  approximaj^ly  $16,500  per  annum 

The  District  of  Columbia  Committee 
unanimously  recommends  passage  of  the 


The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  engrossment  and  third 
reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


SUPPORT  OF  NEEDY  PERSONS  IN 
THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  Calendar  No.  1106, 
S.  1849. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The" 
clerk  will  state  the  bill  by  title  for  the 
information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  (S. 
1849)  to  provide  for  a  more  effective  ad¬ 
ministration  of  public  assistance  in  the 
District  of  Columbia;  to  make  certain 
relatives  responsible  for  support  of  needy 
persons,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
oestion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the.  Senator  from  Texas. 

Thp  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bilk* 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  District  of  Columbia  with 
amendments  on  page  3,  line  13,/hfter 
“Sec.  5”,  toynsert  “(a)”;  after  )ine  15, 
to  insert: 

(b)  Such  amount  as  referred  Ao  in  sub¬ 
section  (a)  of  thik  section  shall"  not  be  less 
than  the  full  amount  determined  as  neces¬ 
sary  on  the  basis  of\he  minimum  needs  of 
such  person  as  established  in  accordance 
with  such  regulations.  \M>  ceiling  shall  be 
administratively  imposewwith  respect  to  the 
amount  of  public  assiyl^ncfe  which  any  per¬ 
son,  or  class  of  persons,  may\eceive. 

After  line  22,  tp  insert 

(c)  The  provisions  of  subsecWm  (b)  of 

this  section  shall  become  effective\n  Julv  1 
1958.  r  '  * 

And  on  vlkge  15,  line  7,  after  “Se<\28.” 
to  strikmout  “This”  and  insert  “Except 
as  otherwise  provided  in  this  act,  the 
provisions  of  this”,  so  as  to  make  the  bd 
read 

it  enacted,  etc.,  That  this  act  may  be 
fed  as  the  ‘‘District  of  Columbia  Public 


The  PRESUHNG  OFFICER.  The 
»X"n  aereeln*  *°  the  “-omittee 


Assistance  Act  of  1957.” 

DEFINITIONS 

Sec.  2.  As  used  in  this  act,  the  word  “Dis¬ 
trict”  means  the  District  of  Columbia;  the 
word  “Commissioners”  means  the  Commis¬ 
sioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia  or  the 
agents,  agencies,  officers,  and  employees  des¬ 
ignated  by  them  to  perform  any  function 
vested  in  them  by  this  act;  the  term  “public 
assistance”  means  payment  in  or  by  money, 
medical  care,  remedial  care,  goods  or  serv¬ 
ices  to,  or  for  the  benefit  of,  needy  persons; 
the  word  “recipient”  means  a  person  to  whom 
or  on  whose  behalf  public  assistance  is 
granted  and  the  word  “State”  includes 
Alaska,  Hawaii,  Puerto  Rico,  and  the  Vir¬ 
gin  Islands. 

FUNCTIONS  OF  COMMISSIONERS 

Sec.  3.  This  act  shall  be  administered  by 
the  Commissioners,  who  shall — 

4a)  establish  such  categories  of  public  as¬ 
sistance  as  they  deem  appropriate; 

(b)  provide  for  maximum  cooperation 
with  other  agencies  in  maintaining  and 
strengthening  family  life  and  in  rehabilitat¬ 
ing  recipients  to  help  them  attain  self-sup¬ 
port  or  self-care; 


(c)  establish  and  enforce  such  rules  and 
regulations  as  may  be  necessary  or  desirable, 
to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  act;  / 

(d)  cooperate  in  all  necessary  respects 
with  agencies  of  the  United  States  Govefn- 
ment  in  the  administration  of  this  acy  and 
accept  any  funds,  goods  or  services  payable 
to  the  District  for  public  assistancej/Cnd  for 
administering  public  assistance;  / 

(e)  enter  into  reciprocal  agreements  with 

any  State  relative  to  the  provisions  of  pub¬ 
lic  assistance  to  residents  and/ftonresidents; 
and  7 

(f)  promulgate  regulations  to  carry  out 
the  purposes  of  this  act. 

ELIGIBILITY  FOR  PUBfjC  ASSISTANCE 

Sec.  4.  Public  assistance  shall  be  awarded 
to  or  on  behalf  of  any  needy  individual  who 
either  (a)  has  resided  in  the  District  for  1 
year  immediately  preceding  the  date  of  filing 
his  application  f^r  such  assistance;  or  (b)  is 
otherwise  within  one  of  the  categories  of 
public  assistmice  established  by  the  Commis¬ 
sioners  pursuit  to  this  act. 

AMOUNT  OF  PUBLIC  ASSISTANCE 

SEC'  1:016  amount  of  public  assist¬ 

ance  which  any  person  shall  receive  shall 
be  determined  in  accordance  with  regula¬ 
tions  approved  by  the  Commissioners. 

b)  Such  amount  as  referred  to  in  subsec- 
ion  (a)  of  this  section  shall  not  be  less  than 
The  full  amount  determined  as  necessary  on 
the  basis  of  the  minimum  needs  of  such  per¬ 
son  as  established  in  accordance  with  such 
regulations.  No  ceiling  shall  be  adminis¬ 
tratively  imposed  with  respect  to  the  amount 
of  public  assistance  which  any  person,  or 
class  of  persons,  may  receive. 

(c)  The  provisions  of  subsection  (b)  of 
this  section  shall  become  effective  on  Julv 
1,  1958.  * 

APPLICATION  FOR  PUBLIC  ASSISTANCE 

Sec.  6.  Application  for  public  assistance 
shall  be  accepted  from,  or  on  behalf  of,  any 
person  who  believes  himself  eligible  for  pub¬ 
lic  assistance.  Such  application  shall  be 
made  in  the  manner  and  form  prescribed  by 
■the  Commissioners,  and  shall  contain  such 
information  as  the  Commissioners  shall 
require. 

INVESTIGATION  OF  APPLICANT 

Sec.  7.  Whenever  the  Commissioners  shall 
receive  an  application  for  public  assistance, 
they  shall  promptly  make  an  investigation 
and  record  of  the  circumstances  of  the  ap¬ 
plicant  in  order  to  ascertain  the  facts  sup¬ 
porting  the  application  and  to  obtain  such 
other  information  as  they  may  require. 

AWARD  AND  PAYMENT  OF  PUBLIC  ASSISTANCE 

Sec.  8.  (a)  Upon  completion  of  the  inves¬ 
tigation,  the  Commissioners  shall  determine 
whether  the  applicant  is  eligible  for  pub¬ 
lic  assistance,  the  type  and  amount  of  public 
assistance  for  which  he  is  eligible,  and  the 
date  frcnn  which  such  public  assistance  shall 
begin,  and  shall  furnish  public  assistance 
with  reasonable  promptness  to  all  eligible 
persons:  Provided,  That  such  date  shall  not 
be  prior  to  the  first  day  of  the  calendar 
month  in  whic^such  determination  is  made. 

(b)  Money  payments  of  public  assistance 
shall  be  made  by  check.  In  emergency  cases 
under  section  10  of  this  act  money  pay¬ 
ments  of  public  assistance  may  be  made  in 
cash,  and  to  accomplish  such  purpose  the 
Commissioners  are  authorized  to  make  nec¬ 
essary  provisions  for  advancing  from  time 
to  time  to  one  or  more  officers  or  employees 
of  the  District  such  sum  dr  sums  as  the 
Commissioners  may  determine:  Provided. 
That  no  such  advance  shall  be\nade  to  any 
such  officer  or  employee  who  has  not  been 
previously  bonded  in  such  amounmnd  form 
as  the  Commissioners  shall  determine. 

RECIPIENT  INCAPACITATED 

Sec.  9.  If  a  recipient  is  found  by  the'V>m- 
missioners  to  be  incapable  of  taking  cankof 
himself,  his  property,  or  his  money,  public 
assistance  payments  may  be  made  for  hr 
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OfVourse,  I  would  prefer  an  immedi¬ 
ate  end  of  the  deadlock  that  has  devel¬ 
oped  oiXthe  civil  rights  issue.  The  mi¬ 
nority  leader,  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  W.  Martin]  has  suggested  a 
compromise  r^ut  I  note  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  c^e  House  Judiciary  Com¬ 
mittee  calls  thte  proposed  amendment 
a  hodge-podge.  \Therefore,  it  appears 


may  be  the  only 
>n.  So  as  a  precau- 


a  discharge  petitic 
means  of  getting  act* 
tion  I  have  filed  oneViow  that  the  re¬ 
quired  7  legislative  days  have  passed 
since  the  Keating  resolution  was  intro¬ 
duced. 

(Mr.  POFF  asked  and  was  SJven  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks\at  this 
point  in  the  Record.) 

[Mr.  POFF’s  remarks  will  appear  here¬ 
after  in  the  Appendix]. 


INDIAN  HOSPITALIZATION  PAY¬ 
MENTS  TO  BERNALILLO  COUNTY, 
N.  MEX. 

Mr.  HARRIS  submitted  the  following 
conference  report  and  statement  on  the 
bill  (H.  R.  9023)  to  amend  the  act  of 
October  31,  1949,  to  extend  until  June 
30,  1960,  the  authority  of  the  Surgeon 
General  to  make  certain  payments  to 
Bernalillo  County,  N.  Mex.,  for  furnish¬ 
ing  hospital  care  to  certain  Indians : 

Conference  Report  (H.  Rept.  No.  1237) 
The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9023)  to  amend  the  Act  of  October  31,  1949, 
to  extend  until  June  30,  1960,  the  authority 
of  the  Surgeon  General  to  make  certain  pay¬ 
ments  to  Bernalillo  County,  New  Mexico,  for 
furnishing  hospital  care  to  certain  Indians,* 
having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference, 
have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recom¬ 
mend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amend¬ 
ment. 

Oren  Harris, 

John  Bell  Williams, 

George  M.  Rhodes, 

J.  Carlton  Loser, 

Charles  A.  Wolverton, 

Alvin  R.  Bush, 

Will  E.  Neal, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
Lister  Hill, 

James  E.  Murray, 

John  F.  Kennedy, 

William  A.  Furtell, 

John  Sherman  Cooper, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statement 
The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  Hcnffse  at 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendmeiyC  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9023)  to  jjtfnend  the 
act  of  October  31,  1949,  to  extend/until  June 
30,  1960,  the  authority  of  the  ^drgeon  Gen¬ 
eral  to  make  certain  payments  to  Bernalillo 
County,  N.  Mex.,  for  furnishing  hospital  care 
to  certain  Indians,  submjrc  the  following 
statement  in  explanation^  of  the  effect  of 
the  action  agreed  upon  by  the  conferees  and 
recommended  in  the  accompanying  confer¬ 
ence  report: 

The  Senate  amendment  proposed  to  add 
a  new  section  to  the  bill  which  would  amend 
section  13  (d)  o£/the  Fair  Labor  Standards 
Apt  of  1938  to  exempt  from  sections  6,  7,  and 
12  of  such  act/any  homeworker  engaged  in 
the  making  of.  wreaths  composed  principally 


of  natural  holly,  pine,  cedar,  or  other  ever¬ 
greens  (including  the  harvesting  of  the  ever¬ 
greens  or  other  forest  products  used  in  mak¬ 
ing  such  wreaths) .  The  Senate  recedes. 
Oren  Harris, 

John  Bell  Williams, 

George  M.  Rhodes, 

J.  Carlton  Loser, 

*  Charles  A.  Wolverton, 

Alvin  R.  Bush, 

Will  E.  Neal, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 


CONVEYANCE  OP  LAND  TO  STATE  OF 
TEXAS 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  499)  to  di¬ 
rect  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  or  his 
designee  to  convey  a  2,477.43-acre  tract 
of  land,  avigation,  and  seer  easements  in 
Tarrant  and  Wise  Counties,  Tex.,  situ¬ 
ated  about  20  miles  northwest  of  the 
city  of  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  to  the  State 
\S>1  Texas. 

kThe  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the\ .request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

MrT\ARENDS.  Reserving  the  right 
to  object,  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle3 
man  giveXhe  House  a  short  explanatij 
of  this  bill! 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  thi/bill 
would  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  to  convey  to  the  State  of  Texas  2,- 
477  acres  of  lanckin  Tarrant  send  Wise 
Counties.  The  St^te  of  Texas'would  use 
this  property  for  the  training^of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  and  the  Air  National  Guard. 

The  property  was  originally  acquired 
by  the  United  States  in  1X42  for  use  as  a 
Marine  Corps  Air  Station/,  It  was  used 
to  train  personnel  subsequent  to  that 
time.  It  now  is  excess  to  the  needs  of 
the  Navy  and  neither  the  Army  or  the 
Air  Force  have  §ny  requirementSfor  the 
property. 

This  conveyance  is  similar  to  many 
which  the  9ongress  has  passed  during 
the  last  several  years  and  you  will  note 
in  the  bill/that  the  United  States  reserves! 
the  righ.t'  to  recapture  the  property  in  the 
event  of  need;  the  minerals  are  reserved 
to  th^Government;  and  the  bill  provides 
alscgfhat  should  the  property  not  be  used 
fo/  National  Guard  purposes,  then  title 
111  revert  to  the  United  States. 

Under  the  bill  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  also  has  the  right  to  insert  in  the 
deed  of  conveyance  such  additional  terms 
and  conditions  as  he  may  feel  necessary 
to  protect  the  interests  of  the  United 
States. 

You  will  note  that  the  committee  has 
amended  the  bill  in  two  places  so  as  to 
make  certain  that  the  State  keeps  the 
property  in  a  condition  which  will  permit 
flying  activities  to  be  carried  on  there 
should  the  Government  need  it  during 
an  emergency. 

This  bill  has  been  cleared  by  both  the 
Navy  and  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  withdraw  my  reser¬ 
vation  of  objection,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Geor¬ 
gia? 

'There  was  no  objection. 


The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Secretary  ,6t 
the  Navy  or  his  designee  is  authorized  grid 
directed  to  convey  by  quitclaim  deed,  with¬ 
out  consideration,  to  the  State  of  Te/as  all 
right,  title,  and  interest  of  the  Unite^  States, 
except  as  retained  in  this  act,  together  with 
all  buildings,  improvements  thereof  with  re¬ 
lated  personal  property,  all  appurtenances, 
runways,  and  utilities  belonging  or  apper¬ 
taining  thereto,  of  the  former.*  United  States 
Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  Vagle  Mountain 
Lake,  Tex.,  as  shown  on  maps  on  file  with 
the  Department  of  the  Nayy,  Bureau  of  Yards 
and  Docks,  in  and  to  a  2,235-acre  tract  of 
land  out  of  and  comprising  lands  acquired 
by  the  United  States/ln  condemnation  pro¬ 
ceedings  in  civil  actions  No.  432,  and  No.  461, 
in  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Northern  District/of  Texas,  Fort  Worth  divi¬ 
sion,  and  judgments  rendered  therein  by  said 
court  as  recorded  in  the  deed  records  of  Tar¬ 
rant  County.*1 Tex.,  on  January  21,  1943,  in 
volume  15^0!;  page  452;  February  11,  1943, 
in  volume.'  1552,  page  348;  May  10,  1943,  in 
volume  ^666,  page  347;  and  May  11,  1943,  in 
volume/1567,  page  73;  also  judgment  ren¬ 
dered  and  deed  recorded  on  March  1,  1956,  in 
volume  204,  page  107,  in  the  deed  records  of 
County,  Tex.;  plus  an  additional  241.46 
Fes  of  land  with  avigation  easements  con- 
to  the  United  States  by  the  Tarrant 
'County  Control  and  Improvement  District  1, 
through  exchange  of  lands  made  December 
21,  1954,  the  deeds  being  recorded  on  March 
16,  1955,  in  volume  2837,  page  195;  volume 
2836,  page  581,  and  volume  2837,  page  183,  of 
the  deed  records  of  Tarrant  County,  Tex. 
The  complete  2,477.43-acre  tract  of  land,  the 
avigation  easements,  and  a  sewer  easement, 
to  be  conveyed  to  the  State  of  Texas  are 
more  particularly  described  as  follows: 

Beginning  at  a  concrete  monument  which 
is  the  southeast  corner  of  the  former  United 
States  Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  Eagle 
Mountain  Lake,  Texas,  which  monument  is 
south  0  degrees  18  minutes  east  3,900  feet" 
from  the  southeast  corner  of  the  P.  H.  Pope 
survey;  thence  north  0  degrees  18  minutes 
west  10,407.4  feet  to  a  corner  in  the  south 
right-of-way  line  of  the  C.  R.  I.  &  P.  Rail¬ 
road  for  the  most  easterly  northeast  corner 
of  this  tract;  thence  north  63  degrees  15 
minutes  west  1,990.0  feet  to  the  Wise  and 
Tarrant  County  line,  for  the  northerly  corner 
of  this  tract;  thence  north  89  degrees  20 
minutes  west  4,766.3  feet  along  the  boundary 
of  Wise  and  Tarrant  Counties,  to  the  west 
line  of  the  Dewees  and  the  east  line  of  the 
C.  R.  Huff  survey;  thence  north  0  degrees  30 
rHjnutes  west,  along  the  east  line  of  the 
C.’R.  Huff  survey,  a  distance  of  646  feet  to 
a  po\nt;  thence  north  38  degrees  16  minutes 
east,  L338  feet  to  a  point;  thence  along  the 
arc  of  k  curve,  concave  to  the  right,  having 
a  radius\of  930.34  feet,  a  distance  of  1,196 
feet  to  the  west  right-of-way  line  of  the 
C.  R.  I.  3r\P.  Railroad;  thence  north  54 
degrees  17  minutes  west,  185  feet  along  said 
right-of-way  Itae  to  a  point;  thence  south 
89  degrees  20  ininutes  west  654  feet  to  a 
point;  thence  south  38  degrees  16  minutes 
west  1,741  feet  to  a  point  on  the  east  line  of 
the  C.  R.  Huff  survey;  thence  north  0  degrees 
30  minutes  west,  along  said  east  line  of  the 
Huff  survey,  40  feet  to  Tpoint;  thence  south 
38  degrees  16  minutes  west  967  feet  to  a 
point  on  the  north  boundary  line  of  the 
former  United  States  Marirfy  Corps  Air  Sta¬ 
tion,  said  boundary  being  identical  with  the 
Wise  and  Tarrant  County  line>and  north  89 
degrees  20  minutes  west  606  feet  from  the 
southwest  corner  of  the  C.  R.  Huff  survey; 
thence  westerly  along  the  Wise  and,  Tarrant 
County  line  north  89  degrees  20  rpinutes 
west  3,467.9  feet,  to  a  concrete  monument, 
for  the  northwest  corner  of  the  T.  Harvey 
survey;  said  concrete  monument  being  sek,at 
elevation  649  feet  on  the  east  shore  of  Ea 
Mountain  Lake;  thence  along  the  east  shor' 
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of  ^Eagle  Mountain  Lake  with  the  contour 
lineSpf  elevation  649  feet  the  following 
courses  and.  distances: 

Soutl\  0  degrees  15  minutes  west  660.4 
feet;  \ 

South  39>.degrees  51  minutes  east  559  feet; 

South  72  degrees  42  minutes  west  192  feet; 

South  88  degrees  23  minutes  west  212  feet; 

North  48  degrees  35  minutes  west  223  feet; 

North  50  degress  05  minutes  west  370  feet; 

South  75  degree&25  minutes  west  172  feet; 

North  37  degrees.  51  minutes  west  181.5 
feet:  \ 

North  84  degrees  42  minutes  west  119  feet; 

South  3  degrees  39  miputes  east  321  feet; 

South  50  degrees  18  ifijnutes  west  304.7 
feet; 

South  37  degrees  18  mirhjtes  east  654.9 
feet; 

South  15  degrees  31  minutes  west  289  feet; 

South  11  degrees  50  minutes \east  425.5 
feet; 

South  67  degrees  20  minutes  west 'll  1  feet; 

South  25  degrees  47  minutes  west  261  feet; 

South  20  degrees  45  minutes  east\,99.4 
feet;, 

South  26  degrees  56  minutes  east  246,6 
feet: 

South  83  degrees  10  minutes  west  325  feet; 

South  31  degrees  24  minutes  west  326  feet; 

South  16  degrees  39  minutes  east  220  feet; 

South  63  degrees  44  minutes  west  244  feet; 

South  7  degrees  52  minutes  west  232  feet; 

South  24  degrees  42  minutes  west  196  feet; 

South  22  degrees  34  minutes  west  278  feet; 


Thence  south  23  degrees  13  minutes  west 
58  feet  to  a  %-inch  iron  pipe  for  the  south¬ 
west  corner  of  area  “A”  of  the  Tarrant  County 
Water  Control  and  Improvement  District 
Numbered  1,  the  O.  T.  Funk  survey;  thence 
leaving  the  contour  of  elevation  649  feet, 
south  86  degrees  25  minutes  east  1729.8  feet 
to  a  1-inch  iron  pipe;  thence  south  3  de¬ 
grees  35  minutes  west,  2369  feet  to  a  1-inch 
iron  pipe  in  the  south  line  of  the  D.  T.  Flores 
survey;  thence  north  89  degrees  40  minutes 
west  280  feet  to  a  point;  thence  south  25 
degrees  40  minutes  east  1701.95  feet  to  an 
iron  pipe;  thence  north  89  degrees  00  min¬ 
utes  east  625.6  feet  to  an  iron  pipe;  thence 
south  63  degrees  50  minutes  east,  599  feet 
to  an  iron  pipe;  thence  south,  550  feet  to 
a  point;  thence  east  1020  feet  to  an  iron 
pipe;  thence  north  305  feet  to  a  %-inch 
iron  pipe  in  the  north  line  of  the  D.  T.  Flores 
survey;  thence  south  89  degrees  40  minutes 
east,  3044.17  feet  along  the  north  line  of 
the  D.  T.  Flores  survey  passing  the  northeast 
corner  of  the  D.  T.  Flores  survey  and  the 
west  line  of  the  W.  G.  King  survey  abstract 
numbered  900,  to  a  1-inch  iron  pipe  for 
corner;  thence  south  55  degrees  00  minutes 
east  834.43  feet  with  a  line  parallel  to  t hi 
Texaco  pipeline  and  distant  100  feet  ip ‘  a 
southwesterly  direction  from  the  centerline 
of  said  pipeline,  to  an  iron  pipe;  thence 
south  2074.73  feet  to  an  iron  pipe  for  the 
most  easterly  southeast  corner  of  Area  “D” 
section  numbered  1  of  the  Tarrant  County 
Water  Control  and  Improvement  District 
Numbered  1,  in  the  O.  T.  Funk  survey;  lo¬ 
cated  in  the  south  property'  fence  of  the 
former  United  States  Marine  Corps  Air  Sta¬ 
tion  and  the  south  line  of  the  W.  G.  King 
survey,  said  corner  being  north  89  degrees 
00  minutes  east  2101.60  feet  from  the  center- 
line  of  the  Newark-Djdo  paved  road;  thence 
north  89  degrees  0  minutes  east  4321.6  feet 
along  the  south  line  of  the  W.  G.  King 
survey  and  the  T,  Chubb  survey  to  the  point 
of  beginning,  cpiitaining  in  all  2477.43  acres 
more  or  less,  8.89  acres  being  located  in  Wise 
County,  and  2468.54  acres  in  Tarrant  County, 


Avigatufn  easements:  Being  perpetual  avi- 
gation  casements  for  the  full  unobstructed 
passage  of  aircraft  over  and  through  the  air- 
SP*X aboVe  Slide  angle  situated  in  Tarrant 
and  Wise  Counties,  Texas,  contiguous  to  the 
ej*Us  and  in  direct  continuation  of  the  run¬ 
ways  of  the  former  Marine  Corps  Air  Station 


Eagle  Mountain  Lake,  and  being  more  par¬ 
ticularly  described  in  deed  from  the  Tarrant 
County  Water  Control  and  Improvement  Dis¬ 
trict  Numbered  1,  dated  December  21,  1954, 
and  recorded  March  16,  1955,  in  volume  2837, 
page  195,  of  the  deed  records  of  Tarrant 
County,  Texas. 

Sewer  easement:  An  easement  for  a  sewer 
over  a  strip  of  land  25  feet  wide,  being  a 
12%  feet  on  each  side  of  described  center- 
line  and  its  meanders  situated  in  Wise 
County,  Texas,  within  the  J.  W.  Dewees  sur¬ 
vey  and  being  within  the  same  tract  of  land 
conveyed  from  R.  L.  Donald  and  others,  to 
W.  M.  Fleming  on  December  18,  1939,  re¬ 
corded  on  January  5,  1940,  in  volume  1416, 
page  111  of  the  deeds  records  of  Tarrant 
County,  Texas,  and  being  more  particularly 
described  as  follows:  Beginning  at  a  point 
that  is  south  89  degrees  20  minutes  east 

1.871.5  feet  from  the  intersection  of  the 
Tarrant-Wise  County  line  with  the  centerline 
of  the  Newark-Dido  Road.  Said  point  of 
beginning  being  on  the  Tarrant-Wise  County 
line,  thence  north  32  degrees  02  minutes  east 

365.5  feet  to  a  point;  thence  north  74  degrees 
06  minutes  east  900.0  feet  to  a  point;  thence 
south  87  degrees  12  minutes  east  963.0  feet 

\to  a  point;  thence  south  53  degrees  41  min- 
Stes  east  537.0  feet  to  a  point;  thence  south 
3 71  degrees  13  minutes  east  278.4  feet  to  a; 
poi\t  in  the  Tarrant-Wise  County  line,  saic 
pointibeing  north  89  degrees  20  minutes  west 
319.8  feet  from  a  concrete  monument  at/the 
intersection  of  the  Tarrant-Wise  County  line 
with  the  iirest  right-of-way  line  of  the/5.  R.  I. 
&  P.  Railroad,  and  being  described  iiv  a  judg¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States  District/Court  for 
the  Northern  District  of  Texas,  Forth  Worth 
division  on  the\ third  day  of  May  1943,  in 
civil  action  numbered  432  and  recorded  May 
4,  1943,  in  volume  1567,  pag^TO,  of  the  deed 
records  of  Tarrant  County , /Texas. 

Sec.  2.  All  mineral  lights,  including  oil  and 
gas,  in  the  lands  authorized  to  be  conveyed 
by  this  act  shall  be  t/sS^ved  to  the  United 
States. 

Sec.  3.  The  conveyance  shall  be  subject  to 
all  outstanding  easements  and  rights-of-way 
for  public  road4'  and  highways,  railroads, 
water  lines,  seyfer  lines,  telephone  and  tele¬ 
graph  lines,  .Oil  pipelines,  and  sqch  other 
utilities  as  now  exist. 

Sec.  4.  The  conveyance  of  the  propds^ty  au¬ 
thorized/by  this  act  shall  be  upon  condition 
that  such  property  shall  be  used  primarily 
for  training  of  the  National  Guard  and  the 
Air  National  Guard  and  for  other  militar 
purposes,  and  that  if  the  State  of  Texas  shall* 
ease  to  use  the  property  so  conveyed  for  the 
surposes  intended,  then  title  shall  immedi¬ 
ately  revert  to  the  United  States,  and  in 
addition,  all  improvements  made  by  the  State 
of  Texas  during  its  occupancy  shall  vest  in 
the  United  States  without  payment  of  com¬ 
pensation  therefor. 

Sec.  5.  Nothing  in  this  act  shall  prevent 
the  State  of  Texas  from  disposing  of  or  sal¬ 
vaging  buildings  and  improvements  now  lo¬ 
cated  on  the  land  to  be  conveyed,  or  leasing, 
licensing  or  granting  easements  into  and  on 
the  lands  and  improvements,  except  that  the 
exercise  of  such  rights  shall  not  impair  the 
use  of  the  lands  and  improvements  for  the 
purpose  set  forth  in  section  4  of  this  act, 
including  preservation  of  the  aviation  po¬ 
tential  of  the  property  and  that  any  revenues 
derived  from  such  disposal,  salvaging,  leas¬ 
ing,  licensing,  or  granting  of  easements  shall 
be  expended  solely  by  the  State  of  Texas  for 
the  protection,  maintenance,  and  operation 
of  the  facility  as  a  training  center. 

Sec.  6.  The  conveyance  of  the  property  au¬ 
thorized  by  this  act  shall  be  upon  the  further 
provision  that  whenever  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  declares  a  state  of  war  or  other 
national  emergency,  or  the  President  declares 
a  state  of  emergency,  and  upon  the  deter¬ 
mination  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  that 
the  property  conveyed  under  this  act  is  use¬ 
ful  or  necessary  for  military,  air,  or  naval 


purposes,  or  in  the  interest  of  national  de> 
fense,  the  United  States  shall  have  the  rigfc 
without  obligation  to  make  payment  of  finy 
kind,  to  reenter  upon  the  property  an/use 
the  same  or  any  part  thereof,  includirfg  any 
and  all  improvements  made  thereon/by  the 
State  of  Texas,  for  the  duration  of  s<uch  state 
of  war  or  of  such  emergency.  Upqn  termina¬ 
tion  of  such  state  of  war  or  of/ such  emer¬ 
gency  plus  6  months  such  property  shall 
revert  to  the  State  of  Texas,'  together  with 
all  appurtenances  and  utilities  belonging  or 
appertaining  thereto. 

Sec.  7.  In  executing  Jlie  deed  of  convey¬ 
ance  authorized  by  thi/  act,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  or  his  design/e  shall  include  specific 
provisions  covering  p(ie  reservations  and  con¬ 
ditions  contained  sections  2,  3,  4,  5,  and  6 
of  this  act  and  sjfch  other  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions,  including'  joint  use  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  on  a  no/interference  basis,  not  incon¬ 
sistent  with/iie  provisions  of  this  act,  as  the 
Secretary  pf  the  Navy  deems  necessary  in 
the  interest  of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  8/  The  cost  of  any  surveys  necessary  as 
an  incident  to  the  conveyance  authorized 
herein  shall  be  borne  by  the  State  of  Texas. 


fith  the  following  committee  amend- 
ients : 


Page  3,  line  10,  strike  out  “1990.0”  and 
insert  “1990.9.” 

Page  9,  line  6,  after  “purposes,”  insert  “and 
on  condition  that  the  aviation  potential  of 
the  station  shall  be  maintained  in  a  condi¬ 
tion  equivalent  to  the  condition  of  the  prop¬ 
erty  at  the  time  of  its  conveyance,  ordinary 
wear  and  tear  excepted.” 

Page  9,  line  8.  after  “intended,"  insert  “or 
fails  to  maintain  such  property  in  the  condi¬ 
tion  aforesaid.” 


The  committee  amendments  were 
agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon¬ 
sider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION 
BILL,  1958 


Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up 
the  conference  report  on  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9131)  making  supplemental  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1958,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  statement  of 
the  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
be  read  in  lieu  of  the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 
The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

(For  conference  report  and  statement, 
see  proceedings  of  the  House  of  August 
22,  1957.) 


CALL  OF 


Speaker,  I  make 
quorum  is  not 


Mr.  HESELTON. 
the  point  of  order 
present. 

The  SPEAKER, 
is  not  present. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr. 
call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was _ 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
lowing  Members  failed  to  answer 
names: 

[Roll  No.  206] 

Ayres 
Barden 
Barrett 


a  quorum 


I  move  a 


c 


c 


Alexander 

Alger 

Allen.  Calif 


Anderson, 

Mont. 

Anfuso 


1957 


3 ass,  N.  H. 
gaumhart 
earner 
Becker 
Eemley 
Bose 
Boyk 
Bray 
Breedli 
Broomfi\ld 
BrownsoS 
Buckley 
Burdick 
Bush 
Byrd 

Byrne,  Ill. 
Byrne,  Pa. 
Carnahan 
Chelf 
Chudoff 
Clark 
Clevenger 
Coffin 
Cooley 
Corbett 
Cretella 
Curtis,  Mo. 
Davis,  Ga. 
Dawson,  Ill. 
Dellay 
Dennison 
Derounian 
Dies 
Diggs 
Dollinger 
Donohue 
Dooley 
Dowdy 
Doyle 
Farbstein 
Fino 
Flood 
Fiynt 
Fogarty 
Frelinghuysen 
Fulton 


Gavin 
George 
Gordon 
Gregory 
Griffin 
Gubser 
Harden 
Harvey 
Hays,  Ark. 
Hays,  Ohio 
Healey 
Hemphill 
Hiestand 
Hillings 
Hoeven 
Hoffman 
Holifield 
ioltzman 
[ackson 
imes 
Kean 
Kearney 
Kearns 
KeenVy 
Kilbuk 
Kruege 
Laird 
Landrv 
Lankford’' 
Latham 
Lesinski 
McCarthy 
McConnell 
McCormack 
McDonough 
McGregor 
McIntosh 
Machrowicz 
Mailliard 
Mason 
May 
Meader 
Michel 
Miller,  Calif. 
Miller,  N.  Y. 
Minshall 


Morano 

Mutter 

Mumma 

Nicholson 

Norblad 

O’Brien,  N.  Y. 

Ostertag 

Phllbin 

Pilcher 

Powell 

Preston 

Prouty 

Rhodes,  Ariz. 

Riehlman 

Rivers 

Robeson,  Va. 

Robsion,  Ky. 

Rogers,  Colo. 

Eadlak 

Santa  ngelo 

St.  George 

Saylor 

Scherer 

Scott,  Pa. 

Seely-Brown 

Sheehan 

Shelley 

Sikes 

Siler 

Simpson,  Pa. 
Smith,  Kans. 
Taylor 

Teague,  Calif. 
Teague,  Tex. 
^Teller 
Jdall 
\ursell 
inwright 
Westland 
Wlutener 
Widaall 
Wilsob,  Calif. 
Yates  ’ 

ZablocS 
Zelenko"*, 
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The  SPEAKER.  On  this  rollcalf 
Members  have  answered  to  their  na 
a  quorum. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  prc 
ceedings  under  the  call  were  dispensed 
with. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION 
BILL,  1958 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  first  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Senate  amendment  No.  6:  On  page  3,  strike 
out  all  of  lines  3  to  13,  inclusive. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Cannon  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  6,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  matter  stricken  by  said  amendment  in¬ 
sert: 

"CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  ADMINISTRATION 

"Construction  and  development,  additional 
Washington  airport 

"For  necessary  expenses  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  and  development  of  a  public  airport  in 
the  vicinity  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as 
authorized  by  the  act  of  September  7,  1950 
(64  Stat.  770),  including  acquisition  of  land, 
$12,500,000,  to  remain  available  until  ex¬ 
pended:  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  a  total 
of  $250,000  may  be  advanced  from  this  ap¬ 
propriation  to  the  applicable  appropriations 
of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Administration  for 
necessary  administrative  expenses:  Provided 
further,  That  such  sums  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  but  not  to  exceed  $100,000  shall  be 
transferred  from  this  appropriation  to  the 
President  for  expenses  necessary  for  the  in¬ 
vestigation  of  alternate  sites  for  said  airport: 
Provided  further,  That  no  funds  shall  be 
expended  for  construction  and  development 
of  said  airport  until  the  President  shall  make 


a  report  to  the  Congress  with  a  recommenda¬ 
tion  as  to  the  site,  said  report  to  be  submit¬ 
ted  not  later  than  January  15,  1958.’* 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Rooney]. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  ac¬ 
tion  now  proposed  represents  the  unani¬ 
mous  agreement  of  all  the  members  of 
the  conference,  the  conferees  on  the 
House  side  and  the  conferees  of  the 
other  body. 

This  pending  motion  provides  $12,- 
500,000  to  commence  construction  of  a 
new  airport  in  the  vicinity  of  Washing¬ 
ton.  It  also  provides  for  a  further  study 
by  the  President  of  alternate  sites  for 
the  airport  and  requires  a  report  to  the 
Congress  at  any  time,  but  not  later  than 
January  15,  1958.  Construction  of  the 
additional  airport  may  then  proceed  at 
whatever  location  the  President  desig¬ 
nates  in  the  report. 

The  conferees  of  the  other  body  have 
requested  that  Gen.  E.  R.  Quesada, 
special  assistant  to  the  President  on 
aviation,  take  part  in  the  study.  While 
the  language  of  the  bill  does  not  specifi¬ 
cally  require  this,  the  House  conferees 
would  not  object  if  the  President  saw 
fit  to  have  him  take  part. 

I  urge  agreement  to  the  pending  mo¬ 
tion  of  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]  which  should 
bring  to  an  end  the  long  controversy  over 
the  Burke  site.  The  President  may  now 
go  ahead  with  the  construction  of  an 
additional  airport  for  Washington  either 
at  Burke  or  wherever  he  decides  it  should 
be  located. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Taber], 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  feel  that 
this  is  a  satisfactory  solution  of  the 
Washington  airport  problem.  In  the 
meantime  I  have  been  assured  that  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board  will  go  after  the 
airlines  and  force  the  use  of  Friend¬ 
ship  Airport  during  the  progress  of  the 
construction  of  this  additional  airport 
and,  perhaps,  afterward. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Senate  amendment  No.  54:  On  page  23 
insert: 

"DEPARTMENT  OP  DEFENSE - CIVIL  FUNCTIONS 

" Department  of  the  Army 

"Rivers  and  Harbors  and  Flood  Control 

,  "Construction,  general 

"For  an  additional  amount  for  ‘Construc¬ 
tion,  general,’  $475,000,  to  remain  available 
until  expended.” 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Cannon  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  54,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu 


of  the  sum  named  in  said  amendment  in¬ 
sert  "$425,000.” 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  of¬ 
fer  a  preferential  motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  LeCompte  moves  that  the  House  re¬ 
cede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  54  and  con¬ 
cur  therein. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  for  a 
division  of  the  question. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  to  recede. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Iowa 
[Mr.  LeCompte]. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer 
this  preferential  motion  with  respect  to 
the  Rathbun  Dam  in  southern  Iowa. 

May  I  say  to  my  colleagues  in  the 
House  that  this  was  authorized  a  num¬ 
ber  of  years  ago.  Planning  money  has 
twice  been  recommended  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  and  urged  in  a  budget  message.  It 
was  budgeted  in  the  last  Congress  and 
again  in  the  present  Congress,  this  time 
in  the  amount  of  $100,000.  However, 
we  are  now  asking  only  $50,000.  Twice 
this  amount  was  provided  in  a  bill  by 
the  other  body.  I  find  that  the  White 
House,  the  Budget  Director,  Corps  of 
Army  Engineers,  and  the  Senate  are  in 
favor  of  a  study  being  made  on  the 
Rathbun  Dam. 

For  the  benefit  of  my  colleagues,  may 
I  read  this  statement  from  a  report  of 
the  upper  House  regarding  the  Rathbun 
and  Red  Rock  Dams,  Iowa. 

Rathbun  and  Red  Rock  Dams,  Iowa 

The  House  committee  recommended 
against  the  appropriation  of  funds  for  the 
continuation  of  planning  on  these  two  proj¬ 
ects,  because  it  appeared  that  comprehensive 
watershed  and  soil-conservation  practices 
might  serve  much  of  the  flood-control  pur¬ 
pose  assigned  to  these  two  reservoirs.  The 
representatives  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers 
that  appeared  before  the  committee  testified 
that  these  projects  are  required  for  flood 
control.  The  committee  recommends  the 
appropriation  of  funds  to  continue  planning 
on  these  projects,  and  directs  the  Corps  of 
Engineers  to  evaluate  the  effectiveness  of 
watershed  and  soil -conservation  practices  on 
these  watersheds  in  the  control  of  major 
floods.  It  is  desired  that  they  be  prepared 
to  report  on  this  matter  when  they  appear 
before  the  Appropriations  Committees  next 
year. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  $50,000  might  be  the 
most  important  economy  money  we  have 
expended  in  a  long  time  because  it  looks 
toward  an  understanding  of  flood  con¬ 
trol  problems,  soil  conservation  prob¬ 
lems,  and  watershed  problems.  One 
hundred  thousand  dollars  has  been  rec¬ 
ommended  by  the  White  House,  by  the 
President  in  his  budget  message,  it  has 
had  the  approval  of  the  Budget  Director, 
and  it  has  been  twice  placed  in  a  bill  by 
the  other  body.  It  seems  to  me,  judg¬ 
ing  by  the  language  of  the  report  from 
the  other  body,  that  this  is  actually  an 
economy  proposition  and  the  amount 
has  been  reduced  to  $50,000. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Does  the  gentleman 
realize  that  this  would  mean  the  start  of 
a  project  that  would  run  into  at  least  $21 
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million,  and  that  the  cost-benefit  ratio  is 
only  1.19  to  1  percent? 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  The  $50,000  is  only 
for  planning  money.  The  report  of  the 
other  body  requires  the  Corps  of  Engi¬ 
neers  to  make  a  statement  as  to  whether 
it  is  an  economy  measure  or  not  and 
whether  they  can  come  up  with  some 
answer  to  the  ever-present  problems  of 
soil  erosion  and  flood  control,  watershed 
problems,  and  kindred  subjects.  I  would 
say  that  this  $50,000,  on  which  I  shall 
offer  a  motion  if  the  present  motion  pre¬ 
vails,  if  I  am  permitted  to  do  so  might 
very  possibly  be  the  best  money  this  Con¬ 
gress  has  spent  in  a  long  time. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Taber! . 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to 
talk  to  you  about  the  $425,000  that  would 
be  left  in  this  bill  if  this  motion  to  re¬ 
cede  prevails.  That  is  an  item  to  dredge 
the  Columbia  River  from  Bonneville  to 
The  Dalles  about  45  miles  upstream.  Al¬ 
ready  they  have  a  project  which  was 
completed  for  a  channel  from  Bonneville 
to  Vancouver.  The  only  trouble  with  it 
is  that  it  has  silted  so  that  they  have  a 
lot  of  money  to  spend  upon  it  and  they 
expect  to  spend  $1,250,000  maintenance 
funds  of  the  civil  functions,  War  Depart¬ 
ment,  on  that  this  coming  year.  Now,  I 
do  not  know  why  they  allowed  it  to  silt 
and  fill  in.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  was 
because  there  was  no  demand  of  traffic 
to  use  it.  There  is  no  other  activity  of  a 
major  character  that  could  not  be  served 
by  small  boats  between  Bonneville  and 
The  Dalles.  The  people  who  have  spon¬ 
sored  this  proposition  are  those  who  were 
given  a  contract  by  the  Government 
some  time  back,  the  Harvey  outfit  for 
something  in  the  nature  of  50,000  tons  of 
aluminum  a  year.  They  were  not  able  to 
make  good  on  it.  They  finally  sold  it  out 
to  the  Anaconda  Copper  Co.,  as  I  under¬ 
stand  it,  and  they  made  about  $5  mil¬ 
lion  out  of  the  sale.  They  had  a  tax 
amortization  on  that  thing.  Now,  I 
understand  they  have  another  tax  amor¬ 
tization  and  have  a  contract  with  the 
Government  to  guarantee  the  building  of 
a  plant  for  aluminum  and  they  want  this 
channel  dug  to  a  depth  of  27  feet  from 
Bonneville  up  to  Troutdale  where  The 
Dalles  is.  It  seems  to  me  this  is  abso¬ 
lutely  ridiculous.  It  was  not  in  the  bud¬ 
get.  They  did  not  make  a  good  enough 
case  for  it.  It  was  placed  in  the  bill  in 
the  other  body  without  any  talk  about  it 
anywhere  except  in  the  committee,  and 
they  did  not  even  refer  to  it  in  their 
report.  We  went  to  conference  with  the 
other  body  and  without  any  big  kick  on 
the  part  of  the  proponents  of  this  thing, 
it  was  thrown  out.  This  whole  picture 
does  not  look  good  to  me  at  all.  I  do 
not  want  to  be  a  party  to  paying  the 
$425,000  which  is  going  to  result  in  the 
expenditure  of  approximately  $5  million 
before  they  get  through  on  the  whole 
thing  and,  furthermore,  for  the  benefit  of 
an  outfit  that  has  operated  and  that  has 
the  kind  of  record  that  this  Harvey  out¬ 
fit  has.  I  do  not  understand  why  there 
seems  to  be  such  great  excitement  about 
putting  such  a  thing  as  this  in,  which 
was  not  even  able  to  secure  a  budget 
estimate. 


The  only  position  I  can  take  to  try  to 
keep  things  on  the  square  is  to  be  against 
this  motion  to  recede.  I  hope  that  the 
House  will  support  that  position  the  same 
as  it  did  the  day  before  yesterday  when 
we  had  this  matter  under  consideration. 
Therefore,  I  hope  that  the  House  will 
vote  “no”  on  the  motion  to  recede,  and 
that  we  will  be  able  to  stop  this  op¬ 
eration. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber] 
has  expired. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  [Mr.  Boland], 

Mr.  BOLAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  hope 
the  House  does  not  recede  on  either  of 
those  projects.  Both  of  these  projects 
have  been  interred  and  resurrected  more 
often  than  a  cat  has  lives. 

To  begin  with,  the  Rathbun  Reservoir 
was  before  the  committee.  It  was  a 
budgeted  item  of  $100,000.  It  was  de¬ 
feated  in  the  committee.  When  it  came 
to  the  floor  the  House  accepted  the  rec¬ 
ommendation  of  the  committee.  It  went 
to  conference  after  the  Senate  put  it  in. 
It  was  defeated  in  the  conference  by  the 
managers  on  the  part  of  the  House.  It 
was  defeated  the  day  before  yesterday  by 
anoverwhelming  vote  of  this  House,  and 
again  it  is  before  the  House  today. 

The  same  argument  applies  to  the 
project  which  would  dredge  the  Colum¬ 
bia  River  from  Bonneville  to  The  Dalles. 
Insofar  as  that  project  is  concerned, 
there  is  not  a  line  of  evidence  in  the  hear¬ 
ings  which  indicates  that  this  is  a  proj¬ 
ect  which  should  be  started  at  this  time. 
When  we  had  outside  witnesses  before 
the  committee,  some  of  them  espoused^ 
this  particular  project.  But  insofar 
as  the  Corps  of  Engineers  are  concerned, 
there  is  not  a  line  of  evidence  in  the 
committee  hearings  which  indicates  that 
this  item  should  be  put  in  the  budget 
this  year.  This  item  was  also  con- , 
sidered  by  the  managers  on  the  part  of 
the  House,  and  we  insisted  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate  recede  from  its  position  on  this  proj¬ 
ect.  The  Senate  receded.  When  the 
managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  met 
with  the  Senate,  there  were  34  items 
that  were  put  in  by  the  Senate,  and  the 
House  gracefully  capitulated  on  almost 
99  percent  of  those  projects.  The  proj¬ 
ects  to  which  I  have  reference,  the  Rath- 
bun  Reservoir  and  the  Columbia  River 
project,  particularly  the  Columbia  River 
project,  would  cost  in  the  neighborhood 
of  $29  million.  About  $3  million  for 
Columbia  River  Project.  This  is  an 
authorized  project.  It  is  not  a  budgeted 
project.  About  $21  million  would  be 
expended  on  the  Rathbun  Reservoir. 
This  project  was  budgeted. 

In  1949  the  depth  of  the  Columbia 
River  was  deepened  to  27  feet.  Since 
that  time  it  has  been  allowed  to  silt  up 
so  that  the  depth  now  is  only  15  feet. 
If  we  approve  this  project  which  would 
dredge  the  Columbia  River  from  Bonne¬ 
ville  to  The  Dalles,  it  would  necessitate 
a  further  expenditure  of  money  for  the 
dredging  of  the  Columbia  River  from 
Vancouver  to  Bonneville  Dam.  That 
would  entail  an  expenditure  of  $2,500,- 
000.  Where  is  the  $2,500,000  coming 
from?  It  is  coming  from  operation  and 


maintenance,  which  means  that  $2,500,- 
000  would  be  deducted  from  operation 
and  maintenance  of  other  projects 
throughout  the  Nation. 

What  is  the  benefit  to  cost  ratio  on 
the  Columbia  River  project?  There  is 
no  benefit  to  cost  ratio  on  this  project. 
It  has  not  been  evaluated.  I  am  sure 
when  it  is  evaluated  it  will  be  a  good 
benefit  to  cost  ratio.  At  that  time  I  can 
see  myself  going  along  with  the  project. 

I  have  been  sitting  on  this  committee 
for  the  past  3  years,  and  there  is  no 
Member  here  who  can  say  that  I  have 
not  gone  along  with  him  on  projects  in 
which  they  have  been  intensely  inter¬ 
ested  if  those  projects  were  justified. 
But  I  cannot  find  myself  going  along 
with  some  particular  project  on  which 
there  have  been  no  hearings,  on  which 
there  has  been  little  or  no  testimony.  I 
think  this  is  an  affront  to  the  Subcom¬ 
mittee  on  Pubic  Works  of  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  if  this  House  should 
vote  this  project  at  this  time.  I  think 
it  is  wrong.  I  do  not  think  it  is  right 
for  the  members  of  any  committee  to  sit 
as  Stoughton  bottles  and  go  along  with 
some  project  on  which  it  has  little  in¬ 
formation. 

Mr.  SCHWENGEL.  I  agree  with  the 
gentleman.  The  point  I  want  to  make 
is  that  the  motion  has  been  made  by  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa  because  he  wants 
to  get  his  Rathbun  project  restored,  and 
the  only  parliamentary  maneuver  to 
make  that  possible  is  this  motion. 

Mr.  BOLAND.  I  think  we  ought  to 
pass  the  motion  and  fail  to  recede  and 
kill  the  project. 

The  Rathbun  project  has  a  benefit  to 
cost  ratio  of  1.91  to  1.  Evidence  was 
taken  before  our  committee.  This  was  a 
budgeted  item  but  was  turned  down  by 
the  committee.  Work  has  been  done  up 
in  that  area  which  alleviates  the  flood 
problem.  That  is  the  only  project  which 
deals  with  flood  control. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  at  this 
time  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Washington  [Mr.  Magntjson]. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
hope  the  House  will  see  fit  to  vote  “yea” 
on  the  pending  motion,  which  is  a  mo¬ 
tion  to  recede. 

We  had  this  question  under  considera¬ 
tion  just  the  day  before  yesterday  and 
got  into  a  monumental  parliamentary 
snarl  for  the  reason  that  many  of  us  on 
this  side  did  not  hear  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  that  the 
question  be  divided  so  that  those  who 
wanted  to  vote  No  voted  “aye”  and  vice 
versa. 

I  am  interested,  of  course,  in  this 
Columbia  River  dredging  project  which 
has  been  discussed  by  both  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York  and  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts.  The  item  as  it  ap¬ 
pears  in  the  Senate  bill  is  $475,000.  I 
would  like  to  explain  this  situation  so 
we  will  know  where  we  stand. 

$475,000  is  the  amount  of  the  item. 
Of  this  amount  $425,000  would  be  for 
dredging  of  the  Columbia  River.  The 
other  $50,000  would  be  for  starting  plans 
on  the  Rathbun  Dam  in  Iowa,  which  will 
be  a  $21  million  project. 

I  might  say  that  I  do  not  go  along 
with  the  idea  of  starting  work  on  the 
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Rathbun  Dam  and  would  like  to  see  the 
$50,000  stricken  from  this  bill,  but  I 
would  like  to  see  the  $425,000  appro¬ 
priated  for  the  Columbia  River  dredging 
project. 

We  need  this  channel  opened  up  from 
Vancouver  to  The  Dalles.  In  1937  the 
work  as  far  as  Bonneville  Dam  was  au¬ 
thorized,  a  channel  of  27  feet.  In  sub¬ 
sequent  years  the  river  in  that  region 
was  dredged  to  a  depth  of  27  feet.  Since 
then  it  has  been  allowed  to  silt  in,  and 
in  recent  years  it  has  been  maintained 
at  a  depth  of  only  15  feet. 

In  1946  authorization  was  granted  to 
dredge  to  a  depth  of  27  feet  from  Bon¬ 
neville  on  up  to  The  Dalles.  The  need 
now  is  for  deeper  draft  navigation  up 
the  river  as  far  as  The  Dalles. 

The  total  cost  will  be  $5,350,000,  of 
which  this  $425,000  would  be  the  first 
installment. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  am  directing  my 
question  to  the  gentleman  because  he 
represents  that  area  and  knows  what 
the  conditions  are  better  perhaps  than 
some  of  the  rest  of  us. 

It  has  been  my  understanding  that 
there  has  been  some  shipping  up  the 
Columbia  River  but  not  much  that  re¬ 
quires  greater  depth  of  bottom  clear¬ 
ance. 

'The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Taber],  said  on  the  floor  a  few  moments 
ago  that  this  program  was  for  the  spe¬ 
cific  use  of  a  firm  known  as  the  Harvey 
firm,  is  that  a  fact,  as  the  gentleman 
knows  it,  or  is  it  not  a  fact? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  It  is  not  specifically 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Harvey  firm. 

Mr.  TABER.  It  is  mainly  for  that 
firm. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD,  i  would  like  to  ask 
the  gentleman  further,  what  are  the 
general  shipping  requirements,  using  a 
figure  of  100  percent  for  the  so-called  in¬ 
dustry,  the  Harvey  or  other  people,  as 
compared  with  the  total  shipping  re¬ 
quirements  percentagewise. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  am  sorry  to  say 
I  cannot  give  the  gentleman  the  figure, 
but  it  would  only  be  a  small  proportion 
of  the  total.  We  have  a  great  potential 
in  shipping  down  that  river  in  fruit, 
grain,  lumber  products,  and  up  the  river 
in  industrial  supplies,  petroleum  products 
and  so  forth.  The  volume  has  been  in¬ 
creasing  steadily  year  by  year. 

Mr.  HOLMES.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Washington. 

Mr.  HOLMES.  In  following  up  the 
remarks  of  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  California,  let  me  call  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Members  of  the  House  to  the 
fact  that  the  McNary  Dam,  which  is 
many,  many  miles  up  the  river  from 
The  Dalles,  Oreg.,  has  constructed  in  it 
one  of  the  largest  shipping  locks  of  any 
dam  constructed  in  the  United  States. 
There  is  navigation  sex-vice  to  the  peo¬ 
ple  clear  up  to  the  Tri-City  ai-ea,  in  the 
State  of  Washington,  a  service  to  around 
70,000  people.  I  want  to  get  the  recoi-d 
straight  that  the  dredging  of  the  Colum¬ 
bia  River  and  the  keeping  of  the  Colum¬ 


bia  River  open  is  not  strictly  devoted  to 
any  corporation  or  to  any  specific  busi¬ 
ness. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Washington  has  expired. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
the  gentleman  1  additional  minute. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  I 
only  have  1  additional  minute  I  shall 
devote  it  to  explaining  the  parliamentary 
situation. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  It  is  a  fact,  is  it  not, 
that  this  project  has  been  authorized 
for  at  least  10  yeai-s? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  The  upper  half  of 
it  11  years,  and  the  lower  half  of  it 
20  years. 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  now  considering 
a  motion  to  recede.  I  hope  the  House 
will  vote  favoi-ably  on  this  motion,  after 
which  there  will  be  offered  a  motion  to 
concur  in  the  Senate  amendment  with 
an  amendment.  The  amendment  will  be 
to  reduce  the  amount  of  this  appropria¬ 
tion  from  $475,000  to  $425,000.  In  other 
words,  that  motion  will  cut  out  the  start 
of  the  $21  million  dam  in  Iowa  and  ap¬ 
prove  the  $425,000  for  this  project  in 
the  Columbia  River. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Washington  has  expired. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
2  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Min¬ 
nesota  [Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen]. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  trust  that  the  House  will  show 
confidence  in  the  Subcommittee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations  having  to  do  with  public 
works  and  vote  against  the  motion  to 
recede.  After  all,  the  members  of  this 
subcommittee  sit  week  after  week  look¬ 
ing  into  these  vai-ious  projects  and  now 
we  have  before  us  a  proposal  concerning 
which  we  have  had  no  discussion  what¬ 
ever  and  are  asked  to  agree  to  without 
knowing  what  this  really  entails.  I 
would  suggest  to  these  gentlemen ‘-that 
they  come  before  our  subcommittee  next 
spring  and  give  us  an  opportunity  to 
study  the  proposal.  This  bypasses  con¬ 
sideration  by  this  proper  committee. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  certainly  hope  that  the 
pending  motion  is  voted  down. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  A  vote  against  this 
motion  to  recede  is  in  keeping  with  the 
position  the  House  took  day  before  yes¬ 
terday  by  an  overwhelming  vote? 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  That  is 
my  understanding.  I  agree  fully  with 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Boland]  and  the  speech  he  made.  He 
brought  out  in  a  very  effective  manner 
what  our  subcommittee  is  up  against, 
what  we  have  to  contend  with,  and  I 
hope  the  House  will  sustain  the  sub¬ 
committee  and  vote  against  the  motion 
to  recede. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Mr.  Speakei*,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina. 
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Mr.  JONAS.  We  have  had  a  lot  of 
talk  in  this  Chamber  about  reducing  the 
budget.  Is  it  not  true  that  if  this  motion 
prevails  it  will  increase  the  budget? 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Yes,  the 
gentleman  is  correct.  It  will  also  make 
those  of  us  who  are  members  of  the 
Subcommittee  on  Public  Works  feel :  Just 
what  is  the  use  of  sitting  on  that  sub¬ 
committee  for  weeks  and  weeks  trying  to 
determine  the  proper  course  to  pursue 
and  having  a  decision  made  here  without 
our  having  an  opportunity  to  even  look 
into  it  during  our  regular  committee 
hearings  ?  It  is  a  poor  way  to  do  business. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Wash¬ 
ington  [Mr.  Holmes]. 

Mr.  HOLMES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  thank 
the  gentleman  for  yielding  to  me.  The 
pai’liamentary  situation,  as  I  understand 
it  is  in  order  to  have  this  money  for  the 
Columbia  River  dx-edging  we  have  to  vote 
“yea”  on  the  motion  offered  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Iowa  [Mr.  LeCompte],  is 
that  coi-rect? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  That  is  connect. 

Mr.  HOLMES.  Then  to  clear  up  this 
other  matter  about  the  limited  use  of 
dredging  of  the  Columbia  River  for  a 
specific  purpose;  that  is  utterly  untrue. 
The  Columbia  is  one  of  the  biggest 
streams  in  America.  It  has  many  miles 
of  navigation  wrapped  up  in  it  from  its 
upper  reaches  down  to  its  mouth.  It  has 
many  dams  that  are  involved  on  the 
Columbia  River  and,  as  I  said  a  few 
moments  ago,  one  of  the  largest  locks 
built  in  a  dam  in  the  United  States  is  in 
the  McNary  dam,  many  miles  up  the 
stream  from  The  Dalles.  To  try  and 
bring  in  something  to  defeat  the  legiti¬ 
mate  dredging  of  a  navigable  stream 
the  size  of  the  Columbia  by  referring 
specifically  to  a  corporation  that  needs 
this  is  certainly  not  facing  the  issue  and 
not  looking  at  the  problem  factually.  I 
do  plead  with  you  to  take  into  considera¬ 
tion  the  fact  that  you  have  a  big  stream, 
a  fine  stream,  a  stream  that  needs  chan¬ 
nelizing  and  dredging.  You  have  an 
authorized  px'ocedure  to  carry  it  out  and 
I  hope  that  the  House  will  support  the 
motion  to  recede  and  concur. 

Mrs.  GREEN  of  Oregon.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOLMES.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
woman  from  Oregon. 

Mi-s.  GREEN  of  Oregon.  It  has  al¬ 
ready  been  brought  out  in  this  discus¬ 
sion  that  this  project,  the  dredging  of 
the  Columbia,  has  been  authorized  for 
over  10  yeai-s,  since  1946,  for  the  full 
project.  Is  it  not  also  true  that  the  Army 
Coi’ps  of  Engineers  has  recommended 
this  in  the  308  report  and  I  understand 
other  reports,  also,  as  economically  and 
technically  sound  and  feasible? 

Mr.  HOLMES.  That  is  correct.  Not 
only  have  they  recommended  it  in  their 
308  report,  but  they  are  vitally  interested 
in  seeing  to  it  that  the  stream  is  properly 
dredged.  On  the  upper  reaches  above 
the  McNary  Dam  is  the  tricity  area  of 
the  State  of  Washington  in  which  there 
are  70,000  people.  We  do  not  want  bottle¬ 
necks  up  and  down  this  river  to  prevent 
navigation  being  handled  con’ectly  on  a 
fipe,  navigable  stream. 
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Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
distinguished  gentleman  yield  briefly? 

Mr.  HOLMES.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  There  is  one  point  that 
has  been  missed  so  far  in  this  debate;  I 
have  not  heard  it  mentioned.  We  are 
here  and  now  concerned  with  a  confer¬ 
ence  report  on  a  supplemental  appropri¬ 
ations  bill  carrying  over  $1.7  billion. 
This  comparatively  small  amendment  is 
the  only  item  which  delays  the  delivery 
of  this  bill  to  the  White  House  for  signa¬ 
ture.  We  have  been  in  conference  twice 
with  the  other  body  on  this  amendment 
and  the  conferees  of  the  other  body  are 
adamant  in  their  position.  I  hope  that 
these  facts  will  be  taken  into  considera¬ 
tion  in  connection  with  this  debate. 

Mr.  BOLAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOLMES.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man. 

Mr.  BOLAND.  In  answer  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Rooney] 
when  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the 
House  and  the  Senate  got  together  on 
the  original  public  works  appropriation 
bill  there  was  no  difficulty  with  this  proj¬ 
ect.  We  asked  the  other  body  to  recede 
and  they  receded  willingly;  there  was 
no  problem  at  all.  So  there  is  no  prob¬ 
lem  about  a  billion-dollar  public  works 
bill  involved  here.  Our  objection  is  that 
this  project  was  brought  to  this  floor 
after  it  was  killed  four  times  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  and  by  the  House  itself. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
distinguished  gentleman  yield  for  a  brief 
observation? 

Mr.  HOLMES.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  should  like  to  have  it 
understood,  and  I  am  sure  it  is  under¬ 
stood,  that  this  is  not  a  public  works 
appropriations  bill.  This  is  a  supple¬ 
mental  appropriation  bill  carrying  funds 
for  many  Government  agencies,  the  ma¬ 
jor  part  of  the  funds  being  for  military 
construction. 

Mr.  HOLMES.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  clos¬ 
ing  I  want  to  make  this  remark,  that 
here  we  have  an  item  of  $475,000  hold¬ 
ing  up  this  bill.  Included  is  $425,000  for 
a  project  of  dredging  on  the  Columbia 
River  in  the  State  of  Washington  that  is 
building  its  navigation  capacity  up 
yearly.  To  hold  back  $425,000  for  dredg¬ 
ing  of  this  fine,  navigable  stream  that 
serves,  many,  many  areas  on  upstream 
is  a  very  shortsighted  procedure. 

Mr.  KIRWAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOLMES.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  KIRWAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  an¬ 
swer  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachu¬ 
setts  [Mr.  Boland]  let  me  say  this.  He 
objected  to  the  way  this  item  came  in 
here.  I  was  the  one  who  asked  them  to 
take  it  out  and  they  did.  But  in  the 
meantime  I  found  out  that  I  was  wrong. 
This  is  a  worthwhile  project.  We  are 
spending  billions  and  billions  of  dollars. 
This  is  not  the  first  time  some  project 
came  in  as  a  rider.  They  come  in  this 
way  every  year.  They  could  not  take 
this  back  and  put  it  in  the  public  works 
bill  again.  There  is  only  one  way  we  can 
take  it  in  and  that  is  the  way  they  took 


it  in.  And  that  is  the  right  way.  I  say 
it  is  a  good  project.  They  convinced  me 
that  it  was. 

Mr.  ULLMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  sin¬ 
cerely  hope  that  the  Members  of  the 
House  will  give  their  wholehearted  sup¬ 
port  to  the  appropriation  which  is  now 
before  us.  The  project  for  which  these 
funds  would  be  used  is  one  of  great  im¬ 
portance  not  only  to  the  district  which 
I  represent,  but  to  the  entire  Pacific 
Northwest  region. 

The  Vancouver  to  the  Dalles  deep- 
draft  ship  channel  is  certainly  not  a  new 
project.  A  section  of  it  was  authorized 
as  long  ago  as  1937  by  Congress.  Nine 
years  later,  in  1946,  an  extension  of  the 
project  depth  and  width  to  The  Dalles, 
Oreg.,  was  authorized  in  the  Rivers  and 
Harbors  Act.  Yet,  despite  this  congres¬ 
sional  authorization,  adequate  funds  for 
the  completion  of  the  project  were  never 
made  available.  Moreover,  inadequate 
maintenance  funds  have  resulted  in  an 
accumulation  of  silt  in  that  section  of 
the  channel  that  originally  was  devel¬ 
oped.  Thus,  we  are  asking  today  only 
for  an  appropriation  which  will  permit 
a  fully  authorized  channel  development 
and  improvement  project  on  the  Colum¬ 
bia  River  to  proceed. 

Mr.  Speaker,  all  are  familiar,  I  am 
sure,  with  the  potentialities  of  the  great 
Columbia  River  and  its  basin.  The  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  has  authorized  signifi¬ 
cant  developmental  projects  on  this 
great  stream.  We  have  spent  millions 
of  dollars  for  locks.  Yet,  we  can  only 
fully  realize  the  benefits  of  these  ex¬ 
penditures  if  we  open  the  Columbia  River 
Basin  to  continued  expansion  through 
channel  development. 

The  navigation  of  oceangoing  vessels 
to  inland  ports  would  further  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  our  agricultural  and  in¬ 
dustrial  potential.  Our  wheat-export 
program  which  now  involves  1,357,000 
tons  could  be  more  expeditiously  handled 
by  deep-draft  vessels  rather  than  by  rail 
and  transshipment  through  overcrowded 
facilities  as  it  is  at  present  handled. 
New  markets  could  be  found  for  our  ex¬ 
tensive  production  of  some  of  the  finest 
fruit  raised  in  the  Nation.  Moreover, 
development  of  the  channel  could  mean 
a  substantial  increase  in  the  outgoing 
tonnage  of  fertilizers,  metals,  and  indus¬ 
trial  products. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  hopeful  that  this 
appropriation  will  receive  the  approval 
of  the  House  and  I  urge  its  full  support 
by  all  Members. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  TABER.  The  vote  that  we  are 
about  to  take  is  on  the  question  as  to 
whether  or  not  the  House  will  recede? 

The  SPEAKER.  From  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  Senate  amendment  No.  54. 

Mr.  TABER.  If  the  motion  fails  to 
carry,  that  immediately  results  in  the 
House  having  determined  to  disagree  to 
the  Senate  amendment? 

The  SPEAKER.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  are 
still  2  amendments  remaining  in  dis¬ 
agreement  between  the  2  Houses  on  this 
last  supplemental  appropriation  bill. 
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We  now  propose  to  dispose  of  those 
two  amendments.  The  recommendation 
of  the*  conferees  is  that  the  Columbia 
River  item  be  approved  and  the  Rathbun 
Dam  item  be  disapproved.  That  is  the 
recommendation  of  the  managers  on  the 
part  of  the  two  Houses. 

In  order  to  permit  a  vote  on  the  two 
amendments  it  is  necessary  to  recede 
from  our  disagreement.  Therefore  our 
vote  now  is  aye  on  the  motion  of  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa  to  recede. 

After  the  House  votes  to  recede  it  will 
then  be  in  order  to  vote  on  the  two  prop¬ 
ositions,  the  Columbia  River  and  the 
Rathbun  Dam.  But  we  must  first  vote 
to  recede. 

So,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous 
question  on  the  motion  to  recede. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is.  Will 
the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement 
to  Senate  amendment  No.  54? 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  H.  Carl  Ander¬ 
sen)  there  were — ayes  80,  noes  63. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object  to 
the  vote  on  the  ground  that  a  quorum  is 
not  present  apd  make  the  point  of  order 
that  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  Evidently  a  quorum 
is  not  present. 

The  Doorkeeper  will  close  the  doors, 
the  Sergeant  at  Arms  will  notify  absent 
Members,  and  the  Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  166,  nays  121,  not  voting  145, 
as  follows: 

[Roll  No.  207] 

YEAS — 166 


Abernethy 

Frazier 

Mills 

Albert 

Friedel 

Montoya 

Alexander 

Garmatz 

Morgan 

Anderson, 

Gary 

Morris 

Mont. 

Gathings 

Morrison 

Andrews 

Granahan 

Moss 

Ashley 

Grant 

Moulder 

Ashmore 

Green,  Oreg. 

Natcher 

Aspinall 

Green,  Pa. 

Norrell 

Bailey 

Gregory 

O’Brien,  Ill. 

Baker 

Griffiths 

O’Hara,  HI. 

Baring 

Gubser 

Passman 

Bass,  Tenn. 

Hagen 

Patman 

Bennett,  Fla. 

Hardy 

Patterson 

Blatnik 

Harris 

Pelly 

Blitch 

Herlong 

Perkins 

Bcggs 

Hill 

Pfost 

Bolling 

Holland 

Poage 

Bonner 

Holmes 

Polk 

Boykin 

Horan 

Porter 

Boyle 

Hull 

Rataut 

Breeding 

Ikard 

Rains 

Brooks,  La. 

Jarman 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Brooks,  Tex. 

Jennings 

Reuss 

Brown,  Ga. 

Jensen 

Rhodes,  Pa. 

Brown,  Mo. 

Johnson 

Riley 

Burleson 

Jones,  Ala. 

Rogers,  Colo. 

Cannon 

Jones,  Mo. 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Celler 

Karsten 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Chenoweth 

Kearns 

Rogers,  Tex. 

Christopher 

Kee 

Rooney 

Coad 

KeUey,  Pa. 

Roosevelt 

Cooper 

Kelly,  N.  Y. 

Rutherford 

Cunningham, 

Kilday 

Saund 

Iowa  y 

Kilgore 

Schwengel 

Davis,  Tenn. 

King 

Selden 

Delaney 

Kirwan 

Shelley 

Denton 

Kluczynski 

Sheppard 

Dingell 

Knutson 

Sisk 

Dorn,  S.  C. 

Lanham 

Smith,  Miss. 

Durham 

LeCompte 

Spence 

Eberharter 

Loser 

Staggers 

Edmondson 

McFall 

Steed 

Elliott 

McGovern 

Sullivan 

Engle 

McMillan 

Talle 

Evins 

Macdonald 

Thomas 

Fallon 

Madden 

Thompson,  N.  J. 

Fascell 

Magnuson 

Thompson,  Tex. 

Feighan 

Mahon 

Thornberry 

Fisher 

Matthews 

Tollefson 

Forand 

Merrow 

Trimble 

Forrester 

Metcalf 

Ullman 

1957 
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Vanik 

Whitten 

Winstead 

Vinson 

Wier 

Wolverton 

Walter 

Williams,  Miss, 

.  Wright 

Watts 

Willis 

NAYS— 121 

Young 

Abbltt 

Dwyer 

O’Hara,  Minn. 

Adair 

Fenton 

O’Konskl 

Addonizio 

Ford 

O’Neill 

Allen,  Ill. 

Fountain 

Osmers 

Andersen, 

Gross 

Pillion 

H.  Carl 

Gwinn 

Poff 

Andresen, 

Hale 

Price 

August  H. 

Haley 

Prouty 

Arends 

Harrison,  Nebr.  Radwan 

Auchincloss 

Harrison,  Va. 

Ray 

Avery 

Haskell 

Reed 

Baldwin 

Henderson 

Rees,  Kans. 

Bates 

Heselton 

Rodino 

Beckworth 

Hess 

Schenck 

Belcher 

Holt 

Scott,  N.  C. 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Hosmer 

Scrivner 

Berry 

Huddleston 

Scudder 

Betts 

Hyde 

Shuford 

Boland 

Jenkins 

Simpson,  III. 

Bolton 

Johansen 

Smith,  Calif. 

Brown,  Ohio 

Jonas 

Smith,  Va. 

Broyhill 

Judd 

Smith,  Wis. 

Budge 

Keating 

Springer 

Byrnes,  WiS. 

Kitchin 

Stauffer 

Canfield 

Knox 

Taber 

Carrigg 

Lane 

Tewes 

Cederberg 

Lennon 

Thomson,  Wyo. 

Chamberlain 

Lipscomb 

Tuck 

Church 

Long 

Utt 

Cole 

McConnell 

Van  Pelt 

Collier 

McCulloch 

Van  Zandt 

C’olmer 

Mclntire 

Vorys 

Cramer 

McVey 

Vursell 

Cunningham, 

Mack,  Ill. 

Weaver 

Nebr. 

Marshall 

Wharton 

Curtin 

Martin 

Wigglesworth 

Curtis,  Mass. 

Miller,  Md. 

Williams,  N.  Y. 

Dague 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Dawson,  Utah 

Moore 

Withrow 

Devereux 

Murray 

Younger 

Dixon 

Neal 

Dorn,  N.  Y. 

Nimtz 

NOT  VOTING— 145 


Alger 

Flood 

Miller,  Calif. 

Allen,  Calif. 

Flynt 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Anfuso 

Fogarty 

Minshall 

Ayres 

Frelinghuysen 

Morano 

Barden 

Fulton 

Multer 

Barrett 

Gavin 

Mumma 

Bass,  N.  H. 

George 

Nicholson 

Baumhart 

Gordon 

Norblad 

Beamer 

Gray 

O'Brien,  N.  Y. 

Becker 

Griffin 

Ostertag 

Bentley 

Halleck 

Philbin 

Bosch 

Harden 

Pilcher 

Bow 

Harvey 

Powell 

Bray 

Hays,  Ark. 

Preston 

Broomfield 

Hays,  Ohio 

Rhodes,  Ariz. 

Brownson 

Healey 

Riehlman 

Buckley 

Hebert 

Rivers 

Burdick 

Hemphill 

Roberts 

Bush 

Hiestand 

Robeson,  Va. 

Byrd 

Hillings 

Robsion,  Ky. 

Byrne,  Ill. 

Hoeven 

Sadlak 

Byrne,  Pa. 

Hoffman 

Santangelo 

Carnahan 

Holifield 

St.  George 

Chelf 

Holtzman 

Saylor 

Chiperfield 

Jackson 

Scherer 

Chudoff 

James 

Scott,  Pa. 

Clark 

Kean 

Seely-Brown 

Clevenger 

Kearney 

Sheehan 

Coffin 

Keeney 

Sieminski 

Cooley 

Keogh 

Sikes 

Corbett 

Kilburn 

Siler 

Coudert 

Krueger 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Cretella 

Laird 

Smith,  Kans. 

Curtis,  Mo. 

Landrum 

Taylor 

Davis,  Ga. 

Lankford 

Teague,  Calif. 

Dawson,  Ill. 

Latham 

Teague,  Tex. 

Dellay 

Lesinski 

Teller 

Dempsey 

McCarthy 

Thompson,  La. 

Dennison 

McCormack 

Udall 

Derounian 

McDonough 

Wain  wright 

Dies 

McGregor 

Westland 

Diggs 

McIntosh 

Whitener 

Dollinger 

Machrowicz 

Widnall 

Donohue 

Mack,  Wash. 

Wilson,  Calif. 

Dooley 

Mailliard 

Yates 

Dowdy 

Mason 

Zablocki 

Doyle 

May 

Zelenko 

Farbstein 

Fino 

Meader 

Michel 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs : 

Mr.  Buckley  with  Mr.  Minshall. 


Mr.  Keogh  with  Mr.  Baumhart. 

Mr.  Anfuso  with  Mr.  Clevenger. 

Mr.  Parbstein  with  Mr.  McGregor. 

Mr.  Multer  with  Mr.  Scherer. 

Mr.  Dollinger  with  Mr.  McIntosh. 

Mr.  Healey  with  Mr.  Griffin. 

Mr.  O’Brien  of  New  York  with  Mr.  Broom¬ 
field. 

Mr.  Holtzman  with  Mr.  May. 

Mr.  Santangelo  with  Mr.  Westland. 

Mr.  Zelenko  with  Mr.  Michel. 

Mr.  Powell  with  Mr.  Hillings. 

Mr.  Teller  with  Mr.  Alger. 

Mr.  Byrd  with  Mr.  Allen  of  California. 

Mr.  Gordon  with  Mr.  Ayres. 

Mr.  Dawson  of  Illinois  with  Mr.  Wain- 
wright. 

Mr.  Yates  with  Mr.  Saylor. 

Mr.  Miller  of  California  with  Mr.  Mack  of 
Washington. 

*  Mr.  Doyle  with  Mr.  Coudert. 

Mr.  Dowdy  with  Mr.  Cretella. 

Mr.  McCarthy  with  Mr.  Halleck. 

Mr.  Landrum  with  Mr.  Beamer. 

Mr.  Preston  with  Mr.  Bentley. 

Mr.  Pilcher  with  Mr.  Kean. 

Mr.  Plynt  with  Mr.  Kearney. 

Mr.  Fogarty  with  Mr.  Riehlman. 

Mr.  Hays  of  Ohio  with  Mr.  Latham. 

Mr.  Holifield  with  Mr.  Teague  of  California. 
Mr.  Lankford  with  Mr.  Hiestand. 

Mr.  Hays  of  Arkansas  with  Mr.  Wilson  of 
California.  • 

Mr.  Byrne  of  Pennsylvania  with  Mr.  Mason. 
Mr.  Hemphill  with  Mr.  Hoffman. 

Mr.  Barrett  with  Mr.  Jackson. 

Mr.  Chudoff  with  Mr.  Bass  of  New  Hamp¬ 
shire. 

Mr.  Machrowicz  with  Mr.  Harvey. 

Mr.  Philbin  with  Mr.  Curtis  of  Missouri. 

Mr.  Donohue  with  Mr.  Dellay. 

Mr.  Coffin  with  Mr.  Bosch. 

Mr.  Roberts  with  Mr.  Becker. 

Mr.  Robeson  of  Virginia  with  Mr.  Keeney. 

Mr.  Sieminski  with  Mr.  Krueger.  ' 

Mr.  Sikes  with  Mr.  Gavin. 

Mr.  Hebert  with  Mr.  Prelinghuysen. 

Mr.  Thompson  of  Louisiana  with  Mr.  Kil- 
burn. 

Mr.  Udall  with  Mr.  George. 

Mr.  Dies  with  Mr.  Chiperfield. 

Mr.  Diggs  with  Mr.  Laird. 

Mr.  Dempsey  with  Mr.  Bush. 

Mr.  Gray  with  Mr.  Derounian. 

Mr.  Carnahan  with  Mr.  Pino. 

Mr.  Whitener  with  Mr.  James. 

Mr.  Rivers  with  Mr.  Siler. 

Mr.  Chelf  with  Mr.  Sheehan. 

Mr.  Cooley  with  Mr.  Scott  of  Pennsylvania. 
Mr.  Clark  with  Mrs.  St.  George. 

Mr.  Flood  with  Mr.  Norblad. 

Mr.  Lesinski  with  Mr.  Taylor. 

The  result  was  announced  as  above  re¬ 
corded. 

The  doors  were  opened. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
to  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment 
numbered  54  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Rooney  moves  that  the  House  concur 
in  the  Senate  amendment  numbered  54  with 
an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
of  “$475,000”  named  in  said  amendment  in¬ 
sert  “$425,000.” 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  amendment  is  to  insert 
$425,000  with  regard  to  the  dredging-  of 
the  Columbia  River. 

I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Rooney], 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 


Mr.  TABER.  This  is  a  motion  to  con¬ 
cur  in  the  item  of  $425,000  for  the  Colum¬ 
bia  River. 

The  SPEAKER.  That  is  what  the 
Chair  understands. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Is  a  motion  in  order 
to  amend  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  York? 

The  SPEAKER.  Not  at  this  stage. 
The  previous  question  has  already  been 
ordered.  This  is  a  motion  to  concur 
with  an  amendment. 

Mi'.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  have 
already  receded  and  this  is  a  motion  to 
concur  with  an  amendment. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Rooney], 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Taber)  there 
were — ayes  102,  noes  61. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object  to 
the  vote  on  the  ground  that  a  quorum  is 
not  present  and  make  the  point  of  order 
that  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  Evidently  a  quorum 
is  not  present. 

The  Doorkeeper  will  close  the  doors, 
the  Sergeant  at  Arms  will  notify  absent 
Members,  and  the  Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 


were— yeas  165,  nays  120,  not  voting  147 
as  follows: 

[Roll  No.  208] 

YEAS — 165 

Abemethy 

Granahan 

Moss 

Albert 

Grant 

Moulder 

Anderson, 

Gray 

Murray 

Mont. 

Green,  Oreg. 

Natcher 

Andrews 

Green,  Pa. 

Norrell 

Ashley 

Gregory 

O’Brien,  Ill. 

Ashmore 

Griffiths 

O’Hara,  Ill. 

Aspinall 

Hagen 

O’Neill 

Bailey 

Haley 

Passman 

Baker 

Hardy 

Patman 

Baring 

Harris 

Pelly 

Bass,  Tenn. 

Herlong 

Perkins 

Bennett,  Fla. 

Hill 

Pfost 

Blatnik 

Holland 

Poage 

Blitch 

Holmes 

Polk 

Boggs 

Huddleston 

Porter 

Bolling 

Hull 

Price 

Bonner 

Ikard 

Rabaut 

Boyle 

Jarman 

Rains 

Breeding 

Jennings 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Brooks,  La. 

Johnson 

Reuss 

Brooks,  Tex. 

Jones,  Ala. 

Rhodes,  Pa. 

Brown,  Ga. 

Jones,  Mo. 

Riley 

Brown,  Mo. 

Karsten 

Roberts 

Burleson 

Kearns 

Rogers,  Colo. 

Cannon 

Kee 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Celler 

Kelley,  Pa. 

Rogers,  Tex. 

Chenoweth 

Kelly,  N.  Y. 

Rooney 

Christopher 

Kilday 

Roosevelt 

Cooper 

Kilgore 

Rutherford 

Davis,  Tenn. 

King 

Saund 

Delaney 

Kirwan 

Scott,  N.  C. 

Dempsey 

Kitchin 

Selden 

Denton 

Kluczynskl 

Shelley 

Dingell 

Knutson 

Sheppard 

Dorn,  S.  C. 

Lanham 

Shuford 

Durham 

Loser 

Sisk 

Edmondson 

McGovern 

Smith.  Miss. 

Elliott 

McMillan 

Spence 

Engle 

Macdonald 

Staggers 

Evins 

Mack,  Ill. 

Steed 

Fallon 

Madden 

Sullivan 

Fascell 

Magnuson 

Thomas 

Feighan 

Mahon 

Thompson,  N.  J. 

Fisher 

Marshall 

Thompson,  Tex. 

Forand 

Matthews 

Thornberry 

Forrester 

Merrow 

Tollefson 

Fountain 

Metcalf 

Trimble 

Frazier 

Mills 

Ullman 

Friedel 

Montoya 

Vanik 

Garmatz 

Morgan 

Vinson 

Gary 

Morris 

Walter 

Gathings 

Morrison 

Watts 
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Whitten 

Willis 

Wright 

Wier 

Williams,  Miss. 

Winstead 

NAYS— 120 

Young 

Abbitt 

Dorn,  N.  Y. 

O’Konskl 

Adair 

Dowdy 

Osmers 

Addonizio 

Dwyer 

Patterson 

Allen,  Ill. 

Fenton 

Pillion 

Andersen, 

Ford 

poff 

H.  Carl 

Gross 

Prouty 

Andresen, 

Gubser 

Radwan 

August  H. 

Gwinn 

Ray 

Arends 

Hale 

Reed 

Auchincloss 

Harrison,  Nebr. 

Rees,  Kans. 

Avery 

Harrison,  Va. 

Rodino 

Baldwin 

Haskell 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Bates 

Henderson 

Schenck 

Beckworth 

Heselton 

Schwengel 

Belcher 

Hess 

Scrivner 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Holt 

Scudder 

Berry 

Horan 

Simpson,  Ill. 

Betts 

Hosmer 

Smith,  Calif. 

Boland 

Hyde 

Smith,  Va. 

Bolton 

Jenkins 

Smith,  Wis. 

Brown,  Ohio 

Jensen 

Springer 

Broyhill  ' 

Johansen 

Stauffer 

Budge 

Jonas 

Taber 

Byrnes,  Wis. 

Judd 

Talle 

Canfield 

Keating 

Tewes 

Carrigg 

Knox 

Thomson,  Wyo. 

Chamberlain 

Lape 

Tuck 

Church 

LeCompte 

Utt 

Coad 

Lennon 

Van  Pelt 

Cole 

Lipscomb 

Van  Zandt 

Collier 

Long 

Vorys 

Colmer 

McConnell 

Weaver 

Cramer 

McCulloch 

Wharton 

Cunningham, 

Mclntlre 

Wigglesworth 

Iowa 

McVey 

Williams,  N.  Y. 

Cunningham, 

Martin 

Wilson,  Calif. 

Nebr. 

Miller,  Md. 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Curtin 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Withrow 

Curtis,  Mass. 

Moore 

Wolverton 

Dague 

Neal 

Younger 

Devereux 

Nimtz 

Dixon 

O'Hara,  Minn. 

NOT  VOTING— 147 

Alexander 

Eberharter 

May  — 

Alger 

Farbstein 

Meader 

Allen,  Calif. 

Fino 

Michel 

Anfuso 

Flood 

Miller,  Calif. 

Ayres 

Flynt 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Barden 

Fogarty 

Minshall 

Barrett 

Frelinghuysen 

Morano 

Bass,  N.  H. 

Fulton 

Multer 

Baumhart 

Gavin 

Mumma 

Beamer 

George 

Nicholson 

Becker 

Gordon 

Norblad 

Bentley 

Griffin 

O'Brien,  N.  Y. 

Bosch 

Halleck 

Ostertag 

Bow 

Harden 

Philbin 

Boykin 

Harvey 

Pilcher 

Bray 

Hays,  Ark. 

Powell 

Broomfield 

Hays,  Ohio 

Preston 

Brownson 

Healey 

Rhodes,  Ariz. 

Buckley 

Hebert 

Riehlman 

Burdick 

Hemphill 

Rivers 

Bush 

Hiestand 

Robeson,  Va. 

Byrd 

Hillings 

Robsion,  Ky. 

Byrne,  Ill. 

Hoeven 

Sadlak 

Byrne,  Pa. 

Hoffman 

Santangelo 

Carnahan 

Holifield 

St.  George 

Cederberg 

Holtzman 

Saylor 

Chelf 

Jackson 

Scherer 

Chiperfield 

James 

Scott,  Pa. 

Chudoff 

Kean 

Seely-Brown 

Clark 

Kearney 

Sheehan 

Clevenger 

Keeney 

Sieminski 

Coffin 

Keogh 

Sikes 

Cooley 

Kilburn 

Siler 

Corbett 

Krueger 

•  Simpson,  Pa. 

Coudert 

Laird 

Smith,  Kans. 

Cretella 

Landrum 

Taylor 

Curtis,  Mo. 

Lankford 

Teague,  Calif. 

Davis,  Ga. 

Latham 

Teague,  Tex. 

Dawson,  Ill. 

Lesinski 

Teller 

Dawson,  Utah 

McCarthy 

Thompson,  La. 

Dellay 

McCormack 

Udall 

Dennison 

McDonough 

Vursell 

Derounian 

McFall 

Wainwright 

Dies 

McGregor 

Westland 

Diggs 

McIntosh 

Whitener 

Dollinger 

Machrowicz 

Widnali 

Donohue 

Mack,  Wash. 

Yates 

Dooley 

Mailliard 

Zablocki 

Doyle 

Mason 

Zelenko 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs: 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Udall  for,  with  Mr.  Griffin  against. 


Mr.  McCormack  for,  with  Mr.  McIntosh 
against. 

Mr.  Keogh  for,  with  Mr.  Broomfield 
against. 

Mr.  Buckley  for,  with  Mr.  May  against. 

Mr.  Westland  for,  with  Mr.  Kean  against. 

Mr.  Hebert  for,  with  Mr.  Taylor  against. 

Mr.  Thompson  of  Louisana  for,  with  Mr. 
Coudert  against. 

Mr.  Byrd  for,  with  Mr.  Morano  against. 

Mr.  Anfuso  for,  with  Mr.  Riehlman  against. 

Mr.  Hays  of  Ohio  for,  with  Mr.  Sadlak 
against. 

Mr.  McCarthy  for,  with  Mrs.  St.  George 
against. 

Mr.  'McFall  for,  with  Mr.  Seely-Brown 

against. 

Mr.  Miller  of  California  for,  with  Mr.  Bass 
of  New  Hampshire  against. 

Mr.  Santangelo  for,  with  Mr.  Becker 
against. 

Mr.  Farbstein  for,  with  Mr.  Widnall 
against. 

Mr.  Dollinger  for,  with  Mr.  Scott  of  Penn¬ 
sylvania  against. 

Mr.  Doyle  for,  with  Mr.  Dellay  against. 

Mr.  Dawson  of  Illinois  for,  with  Mr. 
Brownson  against. 

Mr.  Gordon  fo^  with  Mr.  Bosch  against. 

Mr.  Yates  for,  with  Mr.  Latham  against- 

Mr.  Holtzman  for,  with  Mr.  Sheehan 
against. 

Mr.  Zelenko  for,  with  Mr.  Simpson  of 
Pennsylvania  against. 

Mr.  Fogarty  for,  with  Mr.  Siler  against. 

Mr.  Philbin  for,  with  Mr.  Fino  against. 

Mr.  Zablocki  for,  with  Mr.  Frelinghuysen 
against. 

Mr.  Flood  for,  with  Mr.  Gavin  against. 

Mr.  Donohue  for,  with  Mr.  Harvey  against. 

Mr.  Multer  for,  with  Mr.  Cretella  against. 

Mr.  Teller  for,  with  Mr.  Kearney  against. 

Mr.  Hays  of  Arkansas  for,  with  Mr.  Michel 
against. 

Mr.  Holifield  for,  with  Mr.  Derounian 
against. 

Machrowicz  for,  with  Mr.  Dooley  against. 

Mr.  Barrett  for,  with  Mr.  James  against. 

Mr.  Chudoff  for,  with  Mr.  Corbett  against. 

Mr.  Byrne  of  Pennsylvania  for,  with  Mr. 
Bentley  against. 

Mr.  Alexander  for,  with  Mr.  Bentley 
against. 

Mr.  Flynt  for,  with  Mr.  Allen  of  California 
against. 

Mr.  Landrum  for,  with  Mr.  Hoffman 
against. 

Mr.  Pilcher  for,  with  Mr.  Dennison  against. 

Mr.  Preston  for,  with  Mr.  Baumhart 
against. 

Mr.  Sieminski  for,  with  Mr.  Clevenger 
against. 

Mr.  Sikes  for,  with  Mr.  McGregor  against. 

Mr.  Hemphill  for,  with  Mr.  Bow  against. 

Mr.  O’Brien  of  New  York  for,  with  Mr. 
Rhodes  of  Arizona  against. 

Mr.  Powell  for,  with  Mr.  Teague  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  against. 

Mr.  Dies  for,  with  Mr.  Keeney  against. 

Mr.  Diggs  for,  with  Mr.  McDonough 
against. 

Mr.  Cooley  for,  with  Mr.  Fulton  against. 

Mr.  Coffin  for,  with  Mr.  Halleck  against. 

Mr.  Chelf  for,  with  Mr.  Hiestand  against. 

Mr.  Carnahan  for,  with  Mr.  Hoeven 
against. 

Mr.  Barden  for,  with  Mr.  Krueger  against. 

Mr.  Boykin  for,  with  Mr.  Mason  against. 

Mr.  Rivers  for,  with  Mr.  Minshall  against. 

Mr.  Robeson  of  Virginia  for,  with  Mr. 
Mumma  against. 

Mr.  Teague  of  Texas  for,  with  Mr.  Norblad 
against. 

Mr.  Lesinski  for,  with  Mrs.  Harden  against. 

Mr.  Lankford  for,  with  Mr.  Scherer  against. 

Mr.  Clark  for,  with  Mr.  Saylor  against. 

Mr.  Whitener  for,  with  Mr.  Beamer  against. 

Mr.  BAILEY  changed  his  vote  from 
“nay”  to  “yea.” 


Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts 
changed  her  voteifrom  “yea”  to  “nay.” 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

The  doors  were  opened.  t 

A  motion  to  reconsider  the  votes  by 
which  action  was  taken  on  the  several 
motions  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
may  have  5  legislative  days  in  which  to 
extend  their  remarks  on  the  conference 
report  just  passed. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 


PARLIAMENTARY  INQUIRY 

Mr.  Le  COMPTE  .  Mr.  Speaker,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
stafe  it. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  is  any 
motien  in  connection  with  the  confer¬ 
ence  report  on  H.  R.  9131  now  in  order? 

The\  SPEAKER.  There  is  not. 

Mr.  ipROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it.  ' 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  under  those 
circumstar\ces  then  the  motion  made  by 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Rooney]  effectively  foreclosed  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Iowa  from  offering  his  mo¬ 
tion;  is  that  Correct? 

The  SPEAKER.  There  was  a  vote  on 
the  previous  Question.  The  Chair  put 
that  motion.  \ 


COLORADO  RIVER  COMMISSION 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Mn  Speaker,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker’s 
desk  the  bill  (S.  1568)  to  direct  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Interior  to  convey  certain 
public  lands  in  the  §tate  of  Nevada  to 
the  Colorado  River  Commission  of  Ne¬ 
vada  acting  for  the  'State  of  Nevada, 
with  House  amendment  thereto,  insist  on 
the  House  amendment,  land  agree  to  the 
conference  asked  by  the,  Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  Of  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia?  [After  a  pause.A  The  Chair 
hears  none  and  appoints  the  following 
conferees:  Messrs.  Engle,  Aspinall, 
Pfost,  Berry,  and  Hosmer.  \ 


GOVERNMENT  GUARANTY  OF  PRI¬ 
VATE  LOANS  TO  CERTAIN  AIR 
CARRIERS  FOR  PURCHASE  QF  AIR¬ 
CRAFT  AND  EQUIPMENT  \ 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up 
the  conference  report  on  the  bill  (S. 
2229)  to  provide  for  Government  guar¬ 
anty  of  private  loans  to  certain  airAcar- 
riers  for  purchase  of  modern  aircraft 
and  equipment,  to  foster  the  develop¬ 
ment  and  use  of  modern  transport  air¬ 
craft  by  such  carriers,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  and  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  statement  of  the  managers  on  the 
part  of  the  House  be  read  in  lieu  of  the' 
report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 


c 
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AN  ACT 


71  S-tat.  426. 


Making  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1958,  and 

for  other  purposes. 


lie  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled ,  That  the  following 
sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  other¬ 
wise  appropriated,  to  supply  regular  and  supplemental  appropriations 
(this  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  “Supplemental  Appropriation  Act, 
1958”)  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1958,  and  for  other  purposes, 
namely : 

CHAPTER  I 


Supplemental 
Appropriation 
Aot,  1958. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 


Agricultural  Research  Service 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Plant  and  Animal  Disease  and  Pest  Control 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  Expenses”,  for  “plant 
and  animal  disease  and  pest  control”,  $4,000,000. 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Marketing  Research  and  Service”, 
for  Marketing  Services,  $1,300,000:  Provided ,  That  this  paragraph 
shall  be  effective  only  upon  enactment  into  law  of  S.  1747  of  the  Eighty- 
fifth  Congress. 


Agricultural  Conservation  Program  Service 


EMERGENCY  CONSERVATION  MEASURES 


F or  an  additional  amount  for  “Emergency  Conservation  Measures”, 
to  be  used  for  the  same  purposes  and  subject  to  the  same  conditions 
as  the  funds  appropriated  under  this  head  in  the  Third  Supplemental  Ante,  p. 
j|ppropriation  Act,  1957,  $20,000,000. 

CHAPTER  II 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Civil  Aeronautics  Administration 


176. 


CONSTRUCTION  AND  DEVELOPMENT,  ADDITIONAL  WASHINGTON  AIRPORT 

For  necessary  expenses  for  the  construction  and  development  of  a 
public  airport  in  the  vicinity  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  author¬ 
ized  by  the  Act  of  September  7,  1950  (64  Stat.  770),  including  acqui¬ 
sition  of  land,  $12,500,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended : 
Provided ,  That  not  to  exceed  a  total  of  $250,000  may  be  advanced 
from  this  appropriation  to  the  applicable  appropriations  of  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Administration  for  necessary  administrative  expenses: 
Provided  further ,  That  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  but  not  to 
exceed  $100,000  shall  be  transferred  from  this  appropriation  to  the 
President  for  expenses  necessary  for  the  investigation  of  alternate 
sites  for  said  airport:  Provided  further ,  That  no  funds  shall  be 
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expended  for  construction  and  development  of  said  airport  until  the 
President  shall  make  a  report  to  the  Congress  with  a  recommendation 
as  to  the  site,  said  report  to  be  submitted  not  later  than  January  15, 
1958. 

Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  A  SURVEYING  SHIP 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction  of  a  surveying  ship”, 
$2,400,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

Bureau  of  Public  Roads 

PUBLIC  LANDS  HIGHWAYS 

Liquidation  of  Contract  Authorization 

For  payment  of  obligations  incurred  pursuant  to  the  contract 
authorization  granted  by  section  6  of  the  Federal-Aid  Highway  Act 
of  1954  (68  Stat.  73)  and  section  106  of  the  Federal-Aid  Highwav-*- 
Act  of  1956  (70  Stat.  376),  to  remain  available  until  expended 
$1,533,000,  which  sum  is  composed  of  $225,000,  the  balance  of  the 
amount  authorized  to  be  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  1957,  and 
$1,308,000,  a  part  of  the  amount  authorized  to  be  appropriated  for 
the  fiscal  year  1958. 

Weather  Bureau 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  Expenses”,  $100,000. 
THE  PANAMA  CANAL 
Panama  Canal  Company 

PANAMA  CANAL  BRIDGE 

For  expenses  necessary  for  work  preliminary  to  the  construction 
of  a  high-level  bridge  across  the  Panama  Canal  at  Balboa,  Canal 
Zone,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  July  23,  1956  (70  Stat.  596), 
$750,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

INDEPENDENT  AGENCIES 

Advisory  Committee  on  Weather  Control 

To  complete  its  final  report  to  the  President  and  the  Congress  as 
provided  by  law,  $100,000 :  Provided ,  That  the  Committee  shall  com¬ 
plete  its  report  and  terminate  its  activities  by  December  31, 1957. 

Small  Business  Administration 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  necessary  expenses,  not  otherwise  provided  for,  of  the  Small 
Business  Administration,  including  expenses  of  attendance  at  meet¬ 
ings  concerned  with  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation  and  hire  of 
passenger  motor  vehicles,  $2,235,000;  and  in  addition  there  may  be 
transferred  to  this  appropriation  not  to  exceed  $6,877,000  from  the 
revolving  fund,  Small  Business  Administration,  and  not  to  exceed 
$490,000  from  the  fund  for  liquidation  of  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  Disaster  Loans,  Small  Business  Administration,  for 
administrative  expenses  in  connection  with  activities  financed  under 
said  funds :  Provided ,  That  the  amount  authorized  for  transfer  from 
the  revolving  fund,  Small  Business  Administration,  may  be  increased, 
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with  the  approval  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  by  such  amount  as 
may  be  required  to  linance  administrative  expenses  incurred  in  the 
making  of  disaster  loans:  Provided  further ,  That  the  Committees  on 
Appropriations  of  the  House  of  Representatives  and  the  Senate  shall 
be  notified  in  advance  of  such  increases  in  transfers  from  the  revolving 
fund. 

REVOLVING  FUND 


For  additional  capital  for  the  revolving  fund  authorized  by  the 
Small  Business  Act  of  1953,  as  amended,  to  be  available  without  *££«>  P*  4* 
fiscal  year  limitations,  $100,000,000. 

CHAPTER  III 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE— MILITARY  FUNCTIONS 


Interservice  Activities 

LORAN  STATIONS 


For  construction  of  additional  loran  stations  by  the  Coast  Guard, 
to  remain  available  until  expended,  $5,500,000,  which  shall  be  trans¬ 
ferred  on  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  the  appropriation, 
“Acquisition,  construction,  and  improvements”,  Coast  Guard. 


UNITED  STATES  SCIENTIFIC  SATELLITE 

For  necessary  expenses  for  the  United  States  Scientific  Satellite, 
$34,200,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  such  annual  appropriations 
available  to  the  Department  of  Defense  as  may  be  determined  by  the 
Secretary  of  Defense,  to  remain  available  until  expended :  Provided , 
That  within  thirty  days  after  the  end  of  each  quarter  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  shall  render  to  the  Committees  on  Appropriations  of  the 
Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives  a  full  report  of  the  transfers 
made  pursuant  to  this  authority. 


Department  of  the  Army 


MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION,  ARMY 


) 


For  acquisition,  construction,  installation,  and  equipment  of  tem¬ 
porary  or  permanent  public  works,  military  installations,  and  facili¬ 
ties  for  the  Army  as  authorized  by  sections  102  and  505  of  the  Act 
of  September  28,  1951  (Public  Law  155),  by  section  102  of  the  Act  65  stat.  343,365; 
of  July  14,  1952  (Public  Law  534),  the  Act  of  August  7,  1953  (Public  66  stat.  609;  67 
Law  209),  the  Act  of  July  27,  1954  (Public  Law  534),  the  Act  of  ^‘^^68  stat. 
September  1,  1954  (Public  Law  765),  the  Act  of  July  15,  1955  (Public  St*\- 

Law  161),  the  Act  of  August  3, 1956  (Public  Law  968),  and  the  addi- 3  ’ 

tional  projects  as  may  be  authorized  by  law  during  the  first  session 
of  the  Eighty-fifth  Congress,  without  regard  to  section  4774  (d)  of 
title  10,  United  States  Code,  and  section  3734,  Revised  Statutes,  as  70A  stat.  269; 
amended,  to  remain  available  until  expended,  $310,000,000.  40  use  267. 


MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION,  ARMY  RESERVE  FORCES 

For  construction,  acquisition,  expansion,  rehabilitation  and  conver¬ 
sion  of  facilities  for  the  training  and  administration  of  the  reserve 
components,  including  contributions  therefor,  as  authorized  by  sec¬ 
tions  2231-2238  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  without  regard  to 
section  4774  (d)  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  and  section  3734,  70A  stat.  120,  269. 
Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  and  land  and  interests  therein  may  be  40  use  267. 
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acquired  and  construction  prosecuted  thereon  prior  to  the  approval 
of  title  by  the  Attorney  General  as  required  by  section  355  of  the  Re- 
50  use  175.  vised  Statutes,  as  amended;  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles; 
$55,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

Department  of  the  Navy 


MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION,  NAVY 


65  Stat.  365; 

67  Stat.  441. 

68  Stat.  539, 
1120;  69  Stat. 
329;  70  Stat. 
991. 

40  USC  267. 


For  acquisition,  construction,  installation,  and  equipment  of  tem¬ 
porary  or  permanent  public  works,  naval  installations,  and  facilities 
for  the  Navy  as  authorized  by  section  505  of  the  Act  of  September 
28,  1951  (Public  Law  155),  the  Act  of  August  7,  1953  (Public  Law 
209),  the  Act  of  July  27,  1954  (Public  Law  534),  the  Act  of  Septem¬ 
ber  1,  1954  (Public  Law  765),  the  Act  of  July  15,  1955  (Public  Law 
161),  the  Act  of  August  3,  1956  (Public  Law  968),  and  the  additional 
projects  as  may  be  authorized  by  law  during  the  first  session  of  the 
Eighty-fifth  Congress,  without  regard  to  section  3734,  Revised  Staty-fl 
utes,  as  amended,  including  personnel  in  the  Bureau  of  Yards  anajj 
Docks  and  other  personal  services  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  this 
appropriation,  to  remain  available  until  expended,  $265,000,000. 


Department  of  tiie  Air  Force 


MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION,  AIR  FORCE 


70A  Stat.  120; 

65  Stat.  365; 

66  Stat.  622; 

67  Stat.  441; 


For  acquisition,  construction,  installation,  and  equipment  of  tem¬ 
porary  or  permanent  public  works,  military  installations,  and  facili¬ 
ties  for  the  Air  Force  as  authorized  by  sections  2231-2238  of  title 
10,  United  States  Code,  by  section  505  of  the  Act  of  September  28, 
1951  (Public  Law  155),  by  section  302  of  the  Act  of  July  14,  1952 
(Public  Law  534),  the  Act  of  August  7,  1953  (Public  Law  209),  the 

68  stat  47  539  ^Pnl  1954  (Public  Law  325),  the  Act  of  July  27,  1954 

1120;  69  Stat.  ’  (Pubbc  Law  534),  the  Act  of  September  1,  1954  (Public  Law  765), 
329;  70  stat.99l/b®  "Vi  of  July  15,  1955  (Public  Law  161),  the  Act  of  August  3, 
1956  (Public  Law  968),  and  the  additional  projects  as  may  be  author¬ 
ized  by  law  during  the  first  session  of  the  Eighty-fifth  Congress,  with¬ 
out  regard  to  section  9774  (d)  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  and 
section  3734  Revised  Statutes  as  amended,  to  remain  available  until 
expended,  $900,000,000. 


70A  Stat.  590. 
40  USC  267. 


General  Provisions 


c 


Cost-plus-a- 
fixed-fee  oon- 
traots . 


Expediting 

oonstruotion. 


Sec.  301.  Funds  appropriated  to  the  military  departments  for 
construction  in  prior  years  are  hereby  made  available  for  construction 
authorized  for  each  such  department  by  the  authorizations  enacted 
into  law  during  the  first  session  of  the  Eighty-fifth  Congress. 

Sec.  302.  None  of  the  funds  appropriated  in  this  chapter  shall  be 
expended  for  payments  under  a  cost-plus-a-fixed-fee  contract  for 
work  where  cost  estimates  exceed  $25,000  to  be  performed  within  the 
continental  United  States  without  the  specific  approval  in  writing 
of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  setting  forth  the  reasons  therefor. 

Sec.  303.  None  of  the  funds  appropriated  in  this  chapter  shall  be 
expended  for  additional  costs  involved  in  expediting  construction 
unless  the  Secretary  of  Defense  certifies  such  costs  to  be  necessary 
to  protect  the  national,  interest  and  establishes  a  reasonable  comple¬ 
tion  date  for  each  project,  taking  into  consideration  the  urgency  of 
the  requiiement,  the  type  and  location  of  the  project,  the  climatic 
and  seasonal  conditions  affecting  the  construction  and  the  application 
of  economical  construction  practices. 
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Sec.  304.  None  of  the  funds  appropriated  in  this  chapter  shall  be 
used  for  the  construction,  replacement,  or  reactivation  of  any  bakery, 
laundry,  or  dry-cleaning  facility  in  the  United  States,  its  Territories 
or  possessions,  as  to  which  the  Secretary  of  Defense  does  not  certify, 
in  writing,  giving  his  reasons  therefor,  that  the  services  to  be  furnished 
by  sucli  facilities  are  not  obtainable  from  commercial  sources  at 
reasonable  rates. 

Sec.  305.  Funds  appropriated  to  the  military  departments  for  con¬ 
struction  are  hereby  made  available  for  advance  planning,  construction 
design  and  architectural  services,  as  authorized  by  section  504  of  the 
Act  of  September  28,  1951,  as  amended  (69  Stat.  352),  and  for  hire  of 
passenger  motor  vehicles. 

Sec.  306.  Appropriations  to  the  military  departments  for  construc¬ 
tion  may  be  charged  for  the  cost  of  administration,  supervision  and 
inspection  of  family  housing  authorized  pursuant  to  title  IV  of  the 
Act  of  August  11,  1955  (Public  Law  345),  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed 
three  and  one-half  per  centum  of  the  cost  of  each  such  project:  Pro- 
i voided,  That  such  appropriations  shall  be  reimbursed  from  the  proceeds 
If  any  mortgage  executed  on  each  such  project. 

Sec.  307.  Any  limitations  contained  in  the  Department  of  Defense 
Appropriation  Act,  1958,  on  the  unit  cost  of  construction  of  family 
quarters  shall  not  be  applicable  to  forty-seven  units  of  family  quarters 
at  the  United  States  Air  Force  Academy,  the  individual  cost  of  which 
shall  not  exceed  the  following  limitations:  $75,000  on  one  unit  for  the 
superintendent;  $50,000  on  two  units  for  the  deans;  and  $30,000  on 
forty-four  units  for  department  heads. 

Sec.  308.  Funds  appropriated  to  the  military  departments  for  con¬ 
struction  may  be  used  for  advances  to  the  Bureau  of  Public  Roads, 
Department  of  Commerce,  for  the  purposes  of  section  6  of  the  Defense 
Highway  Act  of  1941  (55  Stat.  765),  as  amended,  and  section  12  of 
the  Federal-Aid  Highway  Act  of  1950  (64  Stat.' 785),  as  amended, 
when  projects  authorized  therein  are  certified  as  important  to  the 
national  defense  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 

Sec.  309.  The  family  unit  costs  for  family  housing  including  land 
authorized  to  be  purchased  by  section  103  of  H.  R.  8240,  Eighty-fifth 
Congress,  may  exceed  by  not  more  than  15  per  centum  the  respective 
limitations  on  such  costs  contained  in  the  Department  of  Defense 
Appropriation  Act  for  1958. 

Sec.  310.  Any  limitations  contained  in  the  Department  of  Defense 
“Appropriation  Act,  1958,  on  the  unit  cost  of  the  construction  of  family 
■  Quarters  shall  not  be  applicable  to  such  units  constructed  in  Canada, 
jVlaska,  and  the  Aleutian  Islands.  The  average  per  unit  cost  of  all 
family  quarters  constructed  in  Canada,  Alaska,  and  the  Aleutian 
Islands  shall  not  exceed  $32,000,  and  in  no  event  shall  the  individual 
cost  exceed  $40,000. 

Sec.  311.  None  of  the  funds  appropriated  in  this  chapter  may  be 
used  to  begin  construction  on  new  bases  for  which  specific  appropria¬ 
tions  have  not  been  made. 

Sec.  312.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  is  hereby  authorized  to  transfer 
to  the  “Air  Force  industrial  fund”  not  to  exceed  $75,000,000  from 
appropriations  to  the  Department  of  the  Air  Force  available  for 
obligation  during  the  fiscal  year  1958. 

Sec.  313.  Section  612  of  the  Department  of  Defense  Appropriation 
Act  of  1958,  Public  Law  117,  approved  August  2,  1957.  is  amended 
by  deleting  the  figures  “$41,000,000”  in  the  first  line  and  inserting  in 
lieu  thereof  “$45,000,000”. 

Sec.  314.  The  General  Counsel  of  the  Department  of  Defense  shall 
be  paid  at  the  rate  prescribed  by  Reorganization  Plan  Numbered  6 
approved  June  30, 1953  (67  Stat.  638). 


Bakeries, 
laundries, eto. 


Funds  for  ad- 
vanoe  planning. 

31  USC  723. 

Family 

housing. 

69  Stat.  646. 

12  USC  1743 
et  seq. 


Ante,  p.  312, 


23  USC  106 
and  note. 


Ante ,  p.  312. 
Ante,  p.  312, 


Netf  bases. 


Transfer  of 
funds. 


Ante,  p.  325. 


60  Sta-t.  810. 


33  USC  733 
and  note; 

10  USC  1339; 

31  USC  529; 

40  USC  259,267 


68  Stat.  840, 

841,851,855. 

22  USC  1871, 

1872,1891- 

1898,1757, 

1782. 


Pub.  Law  85-170  -6-  August  28,  1957 

71  Stat.  431. _ 

CHAPTER  IV 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE— CIVIL  FUNCTIONS 
Department  of  the  Army 
ADMINISTRATION,  RYUKYU  ISLANDS 

For  expenses,  not  otherwise  provided  for,  necessary  to  meet  the 
responsibilities  and  obligations  of  the  United  States  in  connection 
with  the  government  of  the  Ryukyu  Islands,  including,  subject  to 
such  authorizations  and  limitations  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Army,  tuition,  travel  expenses,  and  fees  incident  to 
instruction  in  the  United  States  or  elsewhere  of  such  persons  as  may 
be  required  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  appropriation ;  travel 
expenses  and  transportation;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of 
the  Act  of  August  2, 1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) ,  at  rates  not  in  excess  of  $50 
per  diem  for  individuals  not  to  exceed  ten  in  number;  translation 
rights,  photographic  work,  educational  exhibits,  and  disseminatioiy'j 
of  information,  including  preview"  and  review  expenses  incidences 
thereto;  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles  and  aircraft;  purchase  of 
four  passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only;  repair  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  buildings,  utilities,  facilities,  and  appurtenances;  and  such 
supplies,  commodities,  and  equipment  as  may  be  essential  to  carry  out 
the  purposes  of  this  appropriation ;  $2,475,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed 
$1,405,000  shall  be  available  for  administrative  and  information  and 
education  expenses:  Provided ,  That  the  general  provisions  of  the 
Appropriation  Act  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  the  military  func- 
( ions  of  the  Department  of  the  Army  shall  apply  to  expenditures  made 
from  this  appropriation :  Provided  further ,  That  expenditures  from 
this  appropriation  may  be  made  outside  continental  United  States 
when  necessary  to  carry  out  its  purposes,  without  regard  to  sections 
355,  1136,  3648,  and  3734,  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  civil  service 
or  classification  laws,  or  provisions  of  lavT  prohibiting  payment  of  any 
person  not  a  citizen  of  the  United  States:  Provided  further ,  That 
expenditures  may  be  made  hereunder  for  the  purposes  of  economic 
rehabilitation  in  the  Ryukyu  Islands  in  such  manner  as  to  be  con¬ 
sistent.  w-ith  the  general  objectives  of  titles  II  and  III  of  the  Mutual 
Security  Act  of  1954,  and  in  the  maimer  authorized  by  sections  505  (a) 
and  522  (e)  thereof :  Provided  further,  That  funds  appropriated  here¬ 
under  may  be  used,  insofar  as  practicable,  and  under  such  rules  ancKjj 
regulations  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  to  pay  - 
ocean  transportation  charges  from  United  States  ports,  including  Ter¬ 
ritorial  ports,  to  ports  in  the  Ryukyus  for  the  movement  of  supplies 
donated  to,  or  purchased  by,  United  States  voluntary  nonprofit  relief 
agencies  registered  with  and  recommended  by  the  Advisory  Committee 
on  Voluntary  Foreign  Aid  or  of  relief  packages  consigned  to  indi¬ 
viduals  residing  in  such  areas :  Provided  further .  That  under  the  rules 
and  regulations  to  be  prescribed,  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  shall  fix 
and  pay  a  uniform  rate  per  pound  for  the  ocean  transportation  of  all 
relief  packages  of  food  or  other  general  classification  of  commodities 
shipped  to  the  Ryukyus  regardless  of  methods  of  shipment  and  higher 
rates  charged  by  particular  agencies  of  transportation,  but  this  proviso 
shall  not  apply  to  shipments  made  by  individuals  to  individuals: 
Provided  further ,  That  the  President  may  transfer  to  any  other  depart¬ 
ment  or  agency  any  function  or  functions  provided  for  under  this 
appropriation,  and  there  shall  be  transferred  to  any  such  depart- 
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mer.t  or  agency  without  reimbursement  and  without  regard  to  the 
appropriation  from  which  procured,  such  property  as  the  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  shall  determine  to  relate  primarily  to 
any  function  or  functions  so  transferred. 


CONSTRUCTION  OF  POWER  SYSTEMS,  RYUKYU  ISLANDS 

For  necessary  expenses  of  construction,  installation,  and  equip¬ 
ment  of  electric  power  systems  in  the  Ryukyu  Islands,  which  shall  be 
operated  by  the  Ryukyu  Electric  Power  Corporation,  an  instru¬ 
mentality  of  the  United  States  Civil  Administration  of  the  Ryukyu 
Islands;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2, 
1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  at  rates  not  in  excess  of  $50  a  day  for  indi¬ 
viduals;  $1,513,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended,  without  regard 
to  sections  355  and  3734  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  and  title 
10,  United  States  Code,  section  4774. 


j  CORPORATION 

The  following  corporation  is  hereby  authorized  to  make  such  ex¬ 
penditures  within  the  limits  of  funds  and  borrowing  authority  avail¬ 
able  to  such  corporation,  and  in  accord  with  law,  and  to  make  such 
contracts  and  commitments  without  regard  to  fiscal  year  limitations 
as  provided  by  section  104  of  the  Government  Corporation  Control 
Act,  as  amended,  as  may  be  necessary  in  carrying  out  the  programs 
set  forth  in  the  budget  for  the  fiscal  year  1958  for  such  corporation, 
except  as  hereinafter  provided : 


Administrative  Expenses,  Export-Import  Bank  of  Washington 

(Limitation) 

Not  to  exceed  $1,900,000  (to  be  computed  on  an  accrual  basis)  of  the 
funds  of  the  Export-Import  Bank  of  Washington  shall  be  available 
during  the  current  fiscal  year  for  all  administrative  expenses  of  the 
bank,  including  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of 
August  2,  1946"  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  at  rates  not  to  exceed  $50  per  diem 
for  individuals,  and  not  to  exceed  $9,000  for  entertainment  allow¬ 
ances  for  members  of  the  Board  of  Directors  when  specifically  author¬ 
ized  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Board:  Provided ,  That  necessary  ex¬ 
penses'  (including  special  services  performed  on  a  contract  or  fee 
itasis,  but  not  including  other  personal  services,  and  fees  or  dues  to 
international  organizations  of  credit  institutions  engaged  in  financing 
foreign  trade)  in  connection  with  the  acquisition,  operation,  main¬ 
tenance,  improvement,  or  disposition  of  any  real  or  personal  property 
belonging  to  the  bank  or  in  which  it  has  an  interest,  including  ex¬ 
penses  of  collections  of  pledged  collateral,  or  the  investigation  or  ap¬ 
praisal  of  any  property  in  respect  to  which  an  application  for  a  loan 
has  been  made,  shall  be  considered  as  nonadministrative  expenses  for 
the  purposes  hereof. 

CHAPTER  V 


INDEPENDENT  OFFICES 
Funds  Appropriated  to  the  President 


DISASTER  RELIEF 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Disaster  relief”,  $15,000,000,  to  re¬ 
main  available  until  expended:  Provided ,  That  not  to  exceed  3  per 
centum  of  the  foregoing  amount  shall  be  available  for  administrative 
expenses. 


60  Stat.  810. 

33  USC  733  and 
note;40  USC  267. 
70A  Stat.  269. 


61  Stat.  584. 
31  USC  849. 


60  Stat.  810. 
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Gteneral  Services  Administration 


HOSPITAL  FACILITIES  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

For  an  additional  amount  for  expenses  necessary  in  carrying  out 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  August  7, 1946  (60  Stat.  896),  as  amended, 
authorizing  the  establishment  of  a  hospital  center  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  including  grants  to  private  agencies  for  hospital  facilities 
in  said  District,  $500,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended:  Pro¬ 
vided. ,  That  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Act  of  July  15,  1952 
(66  Stat.  644),  as  amended,  on  the  total  amount  to  be  provided  for 
completion  of  grant  projects,  is  increased  from  $13,010,000  to  $13,300,- 
000:  Provided  further ,  That  the  limitation  on  the  total  amount  for 
completion  of  the  hospital  center  is  increased  from  $23,200,000  to 
$23,410,000. 


OPERATING  EXPENSES,  NATIONAL  ARCHIVES  AND  RECORDS  SERVICE 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “Operating 
chives  and  Records  Service”,  $30,000. 


expenses,  National  A 


Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency 


OFFICE  OF  THE  ADMINISTRATOR 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”,  $450,000; 
and  the  limitation  under  this  head  in  the  Independent  Offices  Appro- 
Ante,  p.  233.  priation  Act,  1958,  on  the  amount  available  for  expenses  of  travel,  is 
increased  from  “$340,000”  to  “$375,000”. 


Farm  Housing  Research 

To  carry  out  the  provisions  of  section  603  of  the  Housing  Act  of 
Ante,  P.  304.  1957  for  farm  housing  research  to  be  conducted  by  land-grant  colleges 

through  grants  for  research,  study,  and  analysis,  $75,000. 


CHAPTER  VI 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 

CONSTRUCTION 


Not  to  exceed  $1,423  of  the  funds  available  to  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  from  definite  annual  appropriations  shall  be  available 
for  reimbursing  the  city  of  Monticello,  Utah,  for  the  cost  of  improve¬ 
ments  to  streets  and  appurtenant  facilities  adjoining  property  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 


Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 


RESOURCES  MANAGEMENT 


San  Carlos 
Irrigation 
projeot. 


Colorado  River 
Indian  Tribes. 


There  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  transferred  to  this  appropriation, 
from  any  other  definite  annual  appropriations  from  the  general  funds 
of  the  Treasury  available  to  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1958,  not  to  exceed  $169,000  for  emergency  op¬ 
eration  and  maintenance  of  the  San  Carlos  irrigation  project  on  a  non¬ 
reimbursable  basis:  Provided ,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is 
authorized  to  expend  income  received  from  leases  on  lands  on  the 
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Colorado  River  Indian  Reservation  (southern  and  northern  reserves) 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Colorado  River  Indian  Tribes  and  their  members 
during  the  current  fiscal  year,  or  until  beneficial  ownership  of  the 
lands  has  been  determined  if  such  determination  is  made  during  the 
current  fiscal  year. 

INDEPENDENT  OFFICES 
Alaska  International  Rail  and  Highway  Commission 


SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 


For  expenses  necessary  for  the  Alaska  International  Rail  and  High¬ 
way  Commission,  established  by  the  Act  of  August  1,  1956  (70  Stat. 
888),  including  reimbursement  to  the  “Emergency  Fund  for  the 
President,  National  Defense”  for  allocations  made  pursuant  to  section 
8  of  said  Act,  $60,000,  to  remain  available  until  August  31,  1958. 


Commission  for  a  National  Cultural  Center 


SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 


Not  to  exceed  $12,000  of  the  unobligated  balance  of  the  appropria¬ 
tion  for  “Salaries  and  expenses,  District  of  Columbia  Auditorium 
Commission”,  granted  in  the  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1957,  70  stat.  690. 
shall  remain  available  during  the  fiscal  year  1958,  for  necessary 
expenses  of  the  Commission  for  a  National  Cultural  Center,  as  author¬ 
ized  by  the  Act  of  July  1,  1955  (Public  Law  128),  as  arfiended:  69  Stat.  243. 
Provided ,  That  this  paragraph  shall  be  effective  only  upon  enactment 
into  law  of  H.  R.  4813. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Forest  Service 

Forest  Land  Management:  During  the  current  fiscal  year  not  to 
exceed  $50,000  of  the  funds  appropriated  under  this  heading  shall  be 
available  for  the  acquisition  of  sites  authorized  by  the  Act  of  March 
3,  1925,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  555),  without  regard  to  any  other  43  stat.  1133. 
limitation  on  the  amount  available  for  this  purpose. 

W  CHAPTER  VII 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Public  Health  Service 

COMMUNICABLE  DISEASES 

Communicable  diseases:  For  an  additional  amount  for  “Communi¬ 
cable  diseases”,  for  emergency  measures  necessary  for  the  further 
prevention  and  control  of  a  threatened  or  actual  epidemic  of  influenza, 

$800,000:  Provided ,  That  $2,000,000  may  be  transferred  from  funds 
appropriated  for  disaster  relief  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  September  30, 

1950,  chapter  1125,  section  8  (64  Stat.  1109) ,  for  the  purposes  specified  42  USC  1855g. 

in  this  paragraph,  including  the  purchase,  without  regard  to  section 

3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  and  distribution  of  supplies  and  ma-  41  use  5. 

terials  for  prevention  and  control  and  grants  to  States  of  money  and 

medical  supplies  and  materials,  upon  a  finding  by  the  Secretary  of 
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Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  upon  the  recommendation  of  the 
Surgeon  General  and  the  National  Advisory  Health  Council,  that  a 
threatened  or  actual  epidemic  of  influenza  constitutes  an  actual  or 
potential  health  emergency  of  national  significance. 


HOSPITALS  AND  .MEDICAL  CARE 

The  limitation  under  this  head  contained  in  the  Third  Supplemental 
Ante,  p.  181.  Appropriation  Act,  1957,  for  payments  for  medical  care  of  dependents 
and  retired  personnel  under  the  Dependents’  Medical  Care  Act  is  in¬ 
creased  by  such  sum  or  sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  purpose. 


CONSTRUCTION  OF  INDIAN  HEALTH  FACILITIES 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction  of  Indian  health 
facilities”,  $34,000,  for  the  construction  of  sewer  and  water  facilities 
for  the  Elko  Indian  colony,  Nevada. 


CHAPTER  VIII 
PUBLIC  WORKS 


* 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE— CIVIL  FUNCTIONS 
Department  of  the  Army 


RIVERS  AND  HARBORS  AND  FLOOD  CONTROL 

Construction,  General 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction,  General”,  $425,000, 
to  remain  available  until  expended. 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority 

For  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Tennessee 
48  Stat.  58.  Valley  Authority  Act  of  1933,  as  amended  (10  U.  S.  C.,  ch.  12A),  in¬ 
cluding  hire,  maintenance,  and  operation  of  aircraft,  and  purchase 
(not  to  exceed  two  hundred  for  replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passen¬ 
ger  motor  vehicles,  $13,317,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

CHAPTER  IX 
DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 
International  Organizations  and  Conferences 


eleventh  world  health  assembly  of  the  world  health 

ORGANIZATION 

^  For  necessary  expenses  incident  to  organizing  and  holding  the 
Eleventh  World  Health  Assembly  in  the  United  States,  as  authorized 
70  stat.  714.  by  the  Act  of  July  30,  1956  (Public  Law  832),  $332,500. 

CONTRIBUTIONS  TO  INTERNATIONAL  ORGANIZATIONS 

Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  2  of  Public  Law  689, 
70  Stat.  523.  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  an  additional  contribution  of  $5,696  to  the 
North  Atlantic  Treaty  Organization  Parliamentary  Conference  is 
authorized  out  of  funds  previously  appropriated  for  “Contributions 
to  International  Organizations”. 
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INTERNATIONAL  FISHERIES  COMMISSIONS 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “International  fisheries  commissions”, 
$80,000. 

Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural  Activities 


For  expenses  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  section  1011  (d)  of  the 
United  States  Information  and  Educational  Exchange  Act  of  1948, 
as  amended  (22  U.  S.  C.  1442  (d)),  $3,525,000:  Provided ,  That  this  68  stat.  862. 
amount  shall  be  used  for  purchase  of  foreign  currencies  from  the 
j  special  account  for  the  informational  media  guaranty  program,  at 
,  rates  of  exchange  determined  by  the  Treasury  Department,  but  in 
i  no  event  at  a  higher  rate  per  unit  than  the  free  world  market  value 
of  the  currency  purchased,  and  the  amounts  of  any  such  purchases 
shall  be  covered  into  miscellaneous  receipts  of  the  Treasury. 


THE  JUDICIARY 


Courts  of  Appeals,  District  Courts,  and  Other  Judicial  Services 


SALARIES  OF  REFEREES 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “Salaries  of  referees”,  $10,000,  to  be 
derived  from  the  referees’  salary  fund  established  in  pursuance  of 
the  Act  of  June  28, 1946,  as  amended  (11  U.  S.  C.  68) .  60  s-tat.  326. 


EXPENSES  OF  REFEREES 

For  an  additional  amount  of  “Expenses  of  referees”,  $75,000,  to  be 
derived  from  the  referees’  expense  fund  established  in  pursuance  of 
the  Act  of  June  28, 1946,  as  amended  (11  U.  S.  C.  68  (c)  (4)).  60  stat.  327. 

FUNDS  APPROPRIATED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 
President’s  Special  International  Program 

For  an  additional  amount  for  the  “President’s  special  international 
urogram”,  including  uniforms  or  allowances  therefor,  as  authorized 
Ay  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  2131),  $2,745,000,  to  remain  available  until  ex-  68  stat.  1114. 
•pended :  Provided ,  That  the  amount  made  available  under  this  head 
in  the  Departments  of  State  and  Justice,  the  Judiciary,  and  Related 
Agencies  Appropriation  Act,  1958,  for  United  States  participation  Ante,  p.  68. 
in  the  Universal  and  International  Exhibition  of  Brussels,  1958,  is 
increased  from  “$6,500,000”  to  “$7,045,000”. 


CHAPTER  X 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 
Coast  Guard 


acquisition,  construction,  and  improvements 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Acquisition,  construction,  and  im¬ 
provements”,  $8,100,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 


49  Sta-t.  620. 
42  USC  301-* 
1305. 
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DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 


(Out  of  District  of  Columbia  Funds) 

Operating  Expenses 

COMPENSATION  AND  RETIREMENT  FUND  EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount,  fiscal  year  1957,  for  “Compensation  and 
retirement  fund  expenses”,  for  financing  the  liability  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  to  the  “Civil  service  retirement  and  disability  fund”, 
$980,000,  of  which  $78,300  shall  be  payable  from  the  highway  fund, 
$34,100  from  the  water  fund,  $29,900  from  the  sanitary  sewage  works 
fund,  and  $2,500  from  the  motor  vehicle  parking  fund. 


OFFICE  OF  CORPORATION  COUNSEL 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Office  of  Corporation  Counsel” 
$40,000. 


COURTS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Courts”,  $73,000. 


department  of  public  health 

Department  of  Public  Health,  amounts  equal  to  the  cost  of  medical 
services  rendered  recipients  of  Public  Assistance,  without  charge,  may 
from  time  to  time  be  transferred  to  the  Department  of  Public  Welfare 
for  deposit  into  a  fund,  hereby  established,  for  the  purpose  of  match¬ 
ing  Federal  grants  under  the  Social  Security  Act  for  payment  for 
medical  services  as  provided  under  that  Act,  payment  of  related 
administrative  expense,  and  return  of  any  surplus  to  the  general  fund 
of  the  District  of  Columbia. 


NATIONAL  ZOOLOGICAL  PARK 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “National  Zoological  Park”,  $49,000. 


Capital  Outlay 


PUBLIC  BUILDING  CONSTRUCTION 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “Capital  Outlay,  Public  Building 
Construction”  for  acquisition  of  a  site  for  an  addition  to  Bryan 
Elementary  School,  preparation  of  plans  and  specifications,  construc¬ 
tion,  including  building  improvements  and  alterations  and  treatment 
of  grounds,  for  additions  to  the  following  elementary  schools :  River 
Terrace,  Bryan,  Noyes,  and  Ivingsman;  to  remain  available  until 
expended,  $2,421,000,  of  which  $146,500  shall  be  available  for  con¬ 
struction  services  by  the  Director  of  Buildings  and  Grounds  or  by 
contract  for  architectural  engineering  services,  as  may  be  determined 
by  the  Commissioners,  and  the  funds  for  the  use  of  the  Director  of 
Buildings  and  Grounds  shall  be  advanced  to  the  appropriation 
account,  “Construction  Services,  Department  of  Buildings  and 
Grounds”. 
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Miscellaneous 


SETTLEMENT  OF  CLAIMS  AND  SUITS 

For  the  payment  of  claims  in  excess  of  $250,  approved  by  the  Com¬ 
missioners  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  February  11, 
1929,  as  amended  (45  Stat.  1160;  46  Stat.  500;  65  Stat.  131),  $14,778. 


D 


JUDGMENTS 

For  the  payment  of  final  judgments  rendered  against  the  District 
of  Columbia,  as  set  forth  in  Senate  Document  Numbered  57  and  House 
Documents  Numbered  198  and  213  (Eighty-fifth  Congress),  $44,128, 
together  with  such  further  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  the  interest 
at  not  exceeding  4  per  centum  per  annum  on  such  judgments,  as 
provided  by  law,  from  the  date  the  same  became  due  until  the  date 
of  payment. 

AUDITED  CLAIMS 


For  an  additional  amount  for  the  payment  of  claims,  certified  to  be 
due  by  the  accounting  officers  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  under  appro¬ 
priations  the  balances  of  which  have  been  exhausted  or  credited  to  the 
general  or  special  funds  of  the  District  of  Columbia  as  provided  by 
law  (District  of  Columbia  Code,  title  47,  sec.  130a),  being  for  the 
service  of  the  fiscal  year  1956  and  prior  fiscal  years  as  set  forth  in 
House  Documents  Numbered  198  and  213  (Eighty-fifth  Congress), 
$112,289,  together  with  such  further  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay 
the  interest  on  audited  claims  for  refunds  at  not  exceeding  4  per 
centum  per  annum  as  provided  by  law  (Act  of  July  10,  1952,  66  Stat. 
546,  sec.  14d). 

Division  of  Expenses 

The  sums  appropriated  in  this  Act  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
shall,  unless  otherwise  specifically  provided  for,  be  paid  out  of  the 
general  fund  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  defined  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  Appropriation  Acts  for  the  fiscal  years  involved. 


3 


CHAPTER  XII 
LEGISLATIVE  BRANCH 
House  of  Representatives 


For  payment  to  Anastasia  S.  Bowler,  widow  of  James  B.  Bowler, 
late  a  Representative  from  the  State  of  Illinois,  $22,500. 


Capitol  Police 


General  expenses :  For  an  additional  amount  for  “General  expenses", 

$2,000. 

Architect  of  the  Capitol 


CAPITOL  BUILDINGS  AND  GROUNDS 


Furniture  and  furnishings,  additional  Senate  Office  Building:  To 
enable  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  under  the  direction  of  the  Senate 
Office  Building  Commission,  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
of  July  10, 1957  (Public  Law  85-93,  Eighty-fifth  Congress) ,  authoriz¬ 
ing  furniture  and  furnishings  for  the  additional  office  building  for 
the  United  States  Senate,  authorized  to  be  constructed  and  equipped 
by  the  Second  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1948  (62  Stat.  1029), 
$i, 000, 000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 


D.C.  Code 
1-904. 


58  Stat.  533. 


D.C.  Code 
47-2413. 


Ante ,  p.  284. 

40  USC  174b-l. 
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Remodeling,  Senate  Office  Building:  Toward  carrying  out  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  of  July  10,  1957  (Public  Law  85-95,  Eighty-fifth 
Ante,  p.  289.  Congress),  authorizing  the  enlargement  and  remodeling  of  Senators’ 
suites  and  structural,  mechanical,  and  other  changes  and  improve¬ 
ments  in  the  existing  Senate  Office  Building  to  provide  improved 
accommodations  for  the  United  States  Senate,  $250,000,  to  be  expended 
by  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  under  the  direction  of  the  Senate 
Office  Building  Commission  and  to  remain  available  until  expended:  J 
Provided ,  That  the  funds  herein  appropriated  may  be  expended  only 
for  such  work  as  can  be  done  by  the  force  of  the  Architect  of  the 
Capitol,  except  that  not  to  exceed  $20,000  of  such  funds  may  be 
expended  on  a  personal  service  contract  basis  for  consulting  architec¬ 
tural  and  engineering  services  for  preparation  of  preliminary  plans 
and  estimates  of  cost  heretofore  completed. 

CHAPTER  XIII 

CLAIMS  FOR  DAMAGES,  AUDITED  CLAIMS,  AND  A 
JUDGMENTS 

For  payment  of  claims  for  damages  as  settled  and  determined  by 
departments  and  agencies  in  accord  with  law,  audited  claims  certified  1 
to  be  due  by  the  General  Accounting  Office,  and  judgments  rendered 
against  the  United  States  by  United  States  district  courts  and  the 
United  States  Court  of  Claims,  as  set  forth  in  House  Document  Num-  : 
bered  213,  and  schedule  C  of  Senate  Document  Numbered  38,  Eighty- 
fifth  Congress,  $2,104,087,  together  with  such  amounts  as  may  be 
necessary  to  pay  interest  (as  and  when  specified  in  such  judgments 
or  in  certain  of  the  settlements  of  the  General  Accounting  Office  or 
provided  by  law)  and  such  additional  sums  due  to  increases  in  rates 
of  exchange  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  claims  in  foreign  currency : 
Provided ,  That  no  judgment  herein  appropriated  for  shall  be  paid 
until  it  shall  have  become  final  and  conclusive  against  the  United 
States  by  failure  of  the  parties  to  appeal  or  otherwise :  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That,  unless  otherwise  specifically  required  by  law  or  by  the 
judgment,  payment  of  interest  wherever  appropriated  for  herein 
shall  not  continue  for  more  than  thirty  days  after  the  date  of  ap¬ 
proval  of  this  Act. 

For  payment  of  claims  for  damages  as  settled  and  determined  bw 
departments  and  agencies  in  accord  with  law,  audited  claims,  certified/ 
to  be  due  by  the  General  Accounting  Office,  and  judgments  renderea^' 
against  the  United  States  by  United  States  district  courts  and  the 
United  States  Court  of  Claims,  as  set  forth  in  Senate  Document 
Numbered  60,  Eighty-fifth  Congress,  $753,860  together  with  such 
amounts  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  interest  (as  and  when  specified 
in  such  judgments  or  in  certain  of  the  settlements  of  the  General 
Accounting  Office  or  provided  by  law)  and  such  additional  sums  due 
to  increases  in  rates  of  exchange  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  claims 
in  foreign  currency:  Provided ,  That  no  judgment  herein  appropriated 
for  shall  be  paid  until  it  shall  have  become  final  and  conclusive 
against  the  United  States  by  failure  of  the  parties  to  appeal  or 
otherwise :  Provided  further ,  That,  unless  otherwise  specifically  re¬ 
quired  by  law  or  by  the  judgment,  payment  of  interest  wherever 
appropriated  for  herein  shall  not  continue  for  more  than  thirty  davs 
after  the  date  of  approval  of  this  Act. 
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CHAPTER  XIV 
GENERAL  PROVISION 

Sec.  1401.  Subsection  (e)  (1)  of  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes, 
as  amended  (31  U.  S.  C.  665),  is  hereby  further  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

“(e)  (1)  No  apportionment  or  reapportionment,  or  request  there¬ 
for  by  the  head  of  an  agency,  which,  in  the  judgment  of  the  officer 
making  or  the  agency  head  requesting  such  apportionment  or  reap- 
portionment,  would  indicate  a  necessity  for  a  deficiency  or  supple¬ 
mental  estimate  shall  be  made  except  upon  a  determination  by  such 
officer  or  agency  head,  as  the  case  may  be,  that  such  action  is  required 
because  of  (A)  any  laws  enacted  subsequent  to  the  transmission  to  the 
Congress  of  the  estimates  for  an  appropriation  which  require  expend¬ 
itures  beyond  administrative  control;  or  (B)  emergencies  involving 
the  safety  of  human  life,  the  protection  of  property,  or  the  immediate 
welfare  of  individuals  in  cases  where  an  appropriation  has  been  made 
''to  enable  the  United  States  to  make  payment  of,  or  contributions  to¬ 
ward,  sums  which  are  required  to  be  paid  to  individuals  either  in 
specific  amounts  fixed  by  law  or  in  accordance  with  formulae  pre¬ 
scribed  by  law.” 

Sec.  1402.  The  appropriations,  authorizations,  and  authority  with 
respect  thereto  in  this  Act  shall  be  available  from  July  1,  1957,  for  the 
purposes  provided  in  such  appropriations,  authorizations,  and 
authority.  All  obligations  incurred  during  the  period  between  June 
30, 1957,  and  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  Act  in  anticipation  of  such 
appropriations,  authorizations,  and  authority  are  hereby  ratified  and 
confirmed  if  in  accordance  with  the  terms  hereof,  and  the  terms  of 
Public  Law  85-78,  Eighty-fifth  Congress,  as  amended. 

Approved  August  28,  1957. 
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Ante,  p.  273. 
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